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sTT? Tt«r^ ^ ^ t) ^ 3T?7 cit ^ ^ cr^f^cb 

(f^r^ $'(Hcb sii<4 Tr«r^ cb^i vw ^ Midb ^ ^liii yr i 

(ii) ^ vjtt^YcW f^r^RT 5 ^ (5) ^ ^ ^ ^ 

qiRjcpicp 11131^ ^l'(l Mldb ^ TT«rfSrff 3<l^dH ^ Wiki ^ WtY ^ ^TRcT ^ ^ 

c^ '^cfTcTI^T cfi\ fcfT^: 

(iii) FTf^TcbT^ ^ 1975 ^ ^ TRsin 5509 ^ 

aicHtcT 3ftT TfrPTT^W 5402.39, 5402.69 ^ 3ilT^ cR^cf ^HTTeT ^ 

;jcr 3jsjm ^ t f^n)frrd xrs^tf^ ^ ariwt ^ ^ ^ 

^^5>3TTcT ^ 3 ^JcTTf, 2001 ^ ^ Til^^Tcb ^ ^ fbrTT 

TfREf ^ xIIvjiui-jI SmrETRW ^ W^lRla f^iJl '^TJTT; 

(iv) ^ Tnt^rl^cp ^?jE]RT cpff fTTcT WcT^, siRTicfcbY ^iWr afr? 

^cbFiriWra^r ^ ?T<m f&w fcHRjcf ^ ^ sr^ cf^ ^ sr^ 

f^, 

(V) Plter^ ^ 1 JT#cRT ^RPT 6 ^ ^3Pt7f^ (3) ^ ^TNcT ^ t?T ^ 

i^clMKi ^ sftY ^Id cf^ <4if^cbl ^ Wfd 'dwcl'sej cp^cTf^, 

(vi) ^nter^ ^ TjtRTT ^ w f^ f^nf^d f^ra^Y ^ 

1. ^0 t^cfPj'iH f^Tf^ i^TcRT f^O, TR^, 

2. ’^O f^erm r^PYri f^RR t^O, cbTS^ 

(vii) ^ %cT %r?r cF^ ^ ^ cf5^ «nY ^jtRT ^ ^ sft 

3ffR 7T?n STT f^ t srtr^ ^ ^ f^rjtcT^/'vjRT^ ^ w 

JTHTcR^t cPT ^tT? ^ c^ cfit; 

(viii) ^ f^raYdcP % ^StT? cFvfY fcRT ^ g?r RTT cF)t sfr aftr 

Mif^chi'?) ^ dirvYcfd f^Rm 6(4) c^ arjRY f^RifcRj gM r? ^RifR cf^ 
f^-yici'cb cf^ iTfr? cfr^ ^ ttrt? ^ trri ^ 

(ix) kj^lf^cb ^ ^ PtH f^f^d 3TRncTcf^/1JTOtcRTT3fr cpt WR’Id'cYl ^Rft sft; 

1. 40 g>tT #T '^[f^RTFTT 

2. '^0 ’’tRI^ i|v}i'XiI\j|, [^ctYI 


1 ] 
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3TmTcTcf^ % Mcrg^ ^ tttj# # srairj tttt c^ cT^ tr? ^3rR JTfgrf 
c]o^ ^ fc^ sf^ ^ Cfft ^ ^ sft I IJlf^TcFillt ^ 3^^?J fcTrlR fcTTITT 

3fr? 3TTW^ ^ c^ ^ ^TFT^ ^T ^STT WT? cm 

cf?l cf^ 1 

(X) vi4ij'lck1l3ft/3iFJI^'l ^r ^ 4o Cfit^ #T 3ft^ 4o 

gNT ^ ^3 tR ■^tir w I Pi- u'idchi' P ^ Po PcTrrt I^tPr 

pRRT Pro, pR^ "TRfPPt, pRc^ Pdcbl cPRpP^/^g^5TTcTCf cRraP^ PtRT P p ^ 
cm ^3^ pRTT; 

(xi) srP P stP P ^nfPcmWraft ^ RpP sft I ^ ^ 3m<T p 

Sp;’ 

(xii) yrtept P PrpRT pcm^ mfM gRi ;r^ Pm? m? P arnmPPi -^Pr 

Pdfii.€l mfM P PPtamr P Pr? ^mpRiPrcp ^m^ w P ri, 

(xiii) ***** 1^ Prim ^ stPrjtRT P PmP mPt ^ PnPP anmR 

^ilJEFTT ^ ^IpTcR t 3fP PrjPT P to ITTPrarPt % ^ pffT P TOT t; 

(xiv) UrPlchl'Jl P yy< 7 j^ 'dcjpl ^JxFTT RPfT ^'ifR' TJ^TcFT gKI J|ill '(^'t^'ll ^ ^fTRUm^ 
pRTT ?T9JT ^ PrPtotsJ ^Pttot, Pto P ^rTPiTOmPr^^i'P PPmP ^ tot Pt 
mPt; 

(XV) mterp P TOTcT TO Pt Rp 3fp TOM ^<^d cRIT PT^fRp P TOTR TOTT 

P twq RTW sfP PtPThPi ^rerr ppfP to^ rtt PPrr PTO; 

(xvi) ^ TO P 1 2000 Pf 31 rtP, 2001 ^ toPt yiiPm P i 

(xvii) TO ^ cjRp ^ ^ P 'TjTOT ^ yPrar totctt tPPtttto Pg PmmP, pft omf amt, 
T?#xm 3TTfP Rp Pt PmP ^ ep 1 


<<ifttmtj>Tii3Tt tp fpTIR 

3. ^TTpTTORpPt P 3TtrP 3T^£p P PtrPtPm ^ TJTO P - 
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(i) iiifcichicfT^I ^ JifcTf^rto cE# # 3frr ^rrf^igrrcinTiaTt v3?ti^ 

Rbijl ^ 's's^lfcici’ ^ STPJTcT f^iJI ^ ^ 'FFTR 

t, 

(ii) ^^rWf ^ 1TY?T ^ ^ cFT cPY ^ f-' ^flY iJlf^fblcETll3Tt 

^ ^ cf?r ^ IT? ta? ^ 3 t^et f^ t: 

(iii) TTT^TT^ IJC?T ^ iTTf^Tcf?T^3ft ^ ?f^ tTT ^ ^ 

^EJ ir ^?JtT?T ITTicT cfT^ c^ ITTTT?! I cT?TTfer, ^ ^fiTTcT ^ f^lpR^diaft 5r?T 3TSJFT 
3T^ ^ v?^ f^r^M fcpi cRjcft ^ TETT^ ditHdl cf^T cf^ff sfl? 

?i7«^ ^ ^ i ^ ^ehf^ch cf sTTerr? 

IR iJcT ?rriTlJt ^ ^dTT^d ^ FTTFcT sff? vjq'-u'lf^ldl cj?r cf^TiT^, ftPiqW 

5r?Tmf^TcF 3 ft? Rfl^ 'Iddl ^ «4ly) c^ STTETR W ^ TfT^TTFT cpT 

iTf^cFcTT tol; 

(iv) f^ratF ^ ^ cIlf&TfC^cF SIK^tTHI y!Ttf^ch"1 ch'ldcF)ldl 5T?T 

TFRf^ sTtWr ^ anETR it? w # 1 thK^am gr? ^ it? cf5^ 

f^FFTcT^ ^ fcT? Fdl4 ^I'^l, 41^1, cn4t'?lH, dldiJ) cfT cidH cF foT^ VTdId1 vjI di cFT 
^TcF fchdl iRF ■^; 

(\') fiF5R cT^ ^ ^ c^ STNTT^ ^ ^TBcFiJcrt ^ t I ^ 

3TT^ 1996 ^ 0.16 f^feFR f^FTTT. ^ 2001 18 fcFnT. 

"cTcF ^ FV t I %Ter ^ 3TTTT[cTt ^ diwl^ ^ t, 

(vi) dTTTR i? ^tfilfcHcF 311^ cfft FT ?^ SFTrrT FF ITTSTte I3t9^ 

FT???FJ FFFT? cFI f^mPF ^FTFT t; 

(vii) FIFd 4 Wd ^ 3TTZncTt ^ ?TFTR f^??r[ 1998-99 ^ 8.36% F^cF? 

2000-01 4 27.37% ^ FTTf t; 

(viii) ?ITTFT 7T FF ?? ?m^ F?g 5F .FT^d Flt^ cf^tFcft IT? f^F? i?T 7? F cRltf^ 

^WTdF cf^ LjRcbfelrr eTTnd cF FTTEF? iT? fFEltt^ TrTFTRT ijc?l ^ 

cFFTfr -irfEFF t I qrfed 3Ti?rRfr ?t iremr cft F^fl? Frf^ ft ?^ t; 

(ix) TTsTg F?^ ^ iTTFd EF cFT?R 'ET^ ^3?3 Ttt cR) FT FT FFT fSH # 3T?rcrf 

3TT FI^T # I i?sTf^ k|sb"Tf^cF Ft 4 ?TFTr FTF F FiTTcT 7^ aTRITFT cF 

f%?^ Tr ^ t. 



[MFTI—TSTOl] 
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(x) ^ cj5M cf?t ^ crttw ?r1^ v33r# ^ ?RfH% 

v6cMI<^ ih|i^ ^ ^ fef^ ^TW ^3TT ^ I y^c^ 'dCjVl cfft vicMIC5*1 

HPM ^ TTB??njot ^ |t t I fTSnft, ^ZITi%^57T^3Tf ^ ^ ^ ^?1%?T 

(7i(*iyc;Tii ^ flch ^ ^ I ^Mlci ^ OTHrf^ W^Tlft cPT tiycj^ 

cFft 1^ cfft^TcT ^ Wqft ^ # f^R# ?MR ^f cfT^ ^T ITT^ 

t ^ t; 

(xi) vi£j)^i ^ chl^a ptl'ticnivl/'^^cfii'^t mf^cT Stiyicil ^ cnRui srf^ ^ ( ’^Mlei 

^ '{■islcg cTf^ c^ 3TraT?fr ^ vdeiVl ^ vicMid^i dMld ^ cniL^l ^ 

t f^RTE^ cFTRUT ITREfRl ^r3TN ^ c^fr ^T cfT^, cF^t cJtT ^ t; 

(Xii) ^JITRT cf^ vicMIcJH cTFTcT ^ cFT Ef^RTcT Py cR^ cF?r faTsfit EfR^ 

mm Fff^ ft t f^RT^ c^RTTcTR FTf^ ff ?tt t I 

Tf. Piylacfti q) firtK 

4. f^Elidcpi ^ 3M ^3fR ^ PlHfelf^d fcmR cZJcF f - 

(i) 1TRET-%TR=T ^ E^ 3T?RttT ’TRET ^T cR^^Tt ^ T^^’TT^E^ ^ fcRT 3TTTncT Ef^ 

t I TflHI^fc^ 3ff^rf^RRT, 1975 cf?f EJRT 9 EfT E^ 3TErtrT cFTTt? ’RT TfcidM 
^cEP Elfr t^TTsTT? f^O ERT’T STT^ 7m ^ PnT^ ^ iTR-ftET TTEfrm 

StRT T^)JHT5fcEh irPTr W t I ?7Tf^ ^^PTcT ^ cTT^ f^RM ER cptf ^ 
cmTETT EiTT TTEPETT; 

(ii) ijilycpicnniaft ef? xtttt artrf^ sttsir ^rtf # ewIT^ ^ kjjpnfcTEb ejt^ e^ ’TTTEftrj 

f&Pld^dlGTt c^ 25% cPT PlclPlfEjEEf ^ cfR^ t|3TTEJR ^ Ft^ Ef^ f^TfcT ^T ufm 

TJ,'d) EFR^ (clftT TTmET Ftt t 31^7 EFTpEf TFTnET ^ 'j 1|41 rllf^i^, 

(iii) WET 3T^ 47R kjslilf^ch tFTTfWR EF^ f^RRT ^PcTWT 1,15,299.6 ift.WT 

f^TTT^r P5TF«R TTTTET 98% STT, F7T PEFTR iTTTcT TT{|t1I^cF) EJT^ EFTT vJWTcH 
112,9936 ’ft.'S’T #TT Errf%i7 J ^pTW ^ EnfxT^TT^3# m ^rWT E^ 

19,883.2 t 3fR F7T 5TEFTR EJTlrfcPTEFRTtaTt cFF ■f%77TT ^TEref 17.59% ^WTT % 

F fcF) 54% E^ 1^ ^ fcFRTT mTT t I ■illl^cF ^T Tp? i^sh'lf^cp E^ 36.55 

fcprn. c^ ETdTT^P ^ arjcFt TTEpR TEP ^ cFRT f^TITET f | gfempTT 
f^RR^ E'MH'IQTTI^M FF EFTR^ETTFElt ERP ftrT?^ PT^ t 3fR FTTf^ TJETPT WHlfl^lcb 
ETtcff ^ k^cbRl'd EFft Eim7; 
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(iv) ^RlcfoT JldfrlilT # - 

(^) iTKcT ^ ^ 3TRTcT 55.09 ^ 3t?Ft?T 

cTSIT -L|lR)c»iictTrl'i3Tt ^ Tig chS'il Plij'id 31^1111 54 sfr? 55 
^ 3TEFT-3T^ 31?!^ ^ t, t I ^ 

^ f^ratcisf? «n^wci wr ^ srm^ ti 

^ ijiRichi kisblf^cb ^ ^ 3TrWr ,.c^ ^ ^jcftt ^ ^ ^ t t 

^ 31^ TTHTfM ^ Titer t rjiTTTaj 3TtWr ^ cTT^ 

■jrrt f^irM ci^ TTT^rr smr ^ cfti W3^ TrcT?rT # i 


(^) 7j^ graPT fti t ftrrft 3 Pti ijcer tr int cpt ^ ^ %, 

■'Icirl % <Wifch ^Mlcl t TIpi/ifTfenTT^ ^cFfTTI?^ ■yi'i tr 

3TtcE ^ fSiPlHicTI t Tifr iTTTcT ^ W?! ti cprt # I 


(^) TI^ Tie'll TT^ ^ t ftr ^ ^ cfT^ SIliJTefi TpT 

^ H^iMl rriTcfr t cprt% tw ^ ^ ctt^ STirnti pt o ifc l Rcw 
(# cfi ^) cITJcT ftPTT WT t I 


(tt) ^MM t 21 RrfeTTR ftPIT. ^ ^TPTTT cpT cppti 3T%cP trtt % I 

m Trm t ftr kJihlRlcb ^ Rpr ^ vj - q^cw qf^ >!aj |MH- ^ t 
TTTt ePT MfdwiM^ ^ ^ 'lif cHqiRRi-f rrpi ?TsrT 3 T^ jrarr? 
^ TTpi c^ ^IVI fch-qi PfFcTT I 




[HFTl—•qprri] 


^ : arorVR’JI 
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^ ^ eJTfc^, cRtf^ c^5 XrfMcTcp q^l^«sR- ^TrTRT tru 

era ^ iTNcT ^ cF^ ^ eTFTeT ^Fra^T 3Tte ^ 71^ t I 'iTK^Er ^F^ 

WTtft ^ ^ ^ cT^ ^ tptt t 3ft7 ^Ru|R^>(„m ^TSTN ^ ^ 

t I 

(^.) ciiici5i4 jrfenwnr^ ^ ^Mci^Jdi ^ cft^ i^fsFfera’ Tjpf ^ TFnr ^rnr ^ 3 tt? 
t I ^ cfTg^ tt^ f % ^nt^cFTcFrrfaff c^ ^Tdd ^ cF^ 317^ t ^ 3raf& cP 

dfTxi'l 'dOHld'1 if q^rlRld) ^ ^ ^ t I 

(W) 7TF cFf'II 'i<Hd % ^Mld if vjdrra^ ^ d/^ld if dcMlc;d cf?f cfFTcT ^ ihH 

^ ^ Tranff t I ifW ^ PfTlldcb ?fif if TJtt^ Tirf^fcT^- ^if^ fTFeT t 

^JfTeTT t I 3TcT: ifW if cTFTcT ^TRcT if fcfPi*riui c?Fm ^ ^ if ^ 15 Wf if 

20 Wf efcF cFTT t I STcT; ^TTf^cFTWfsft 5Rf f^ W*TP^ ^ ^ ^TcTcT f I 

{^) 77? cFF'll ^idd '§' f^ ^md if if ^TRef if viM'dIcfdi ^ d-xiil cicn ^Tr% cf^f 

?Tf^ ?TcF f^TTltef if cF^ cF^ I cF^T fcFT? 7?T^ cflif »TT^ cf^t T^f Tfflr t cf? 

WTfrapft if ITMftTJ ^ efTF efft ITfif Tf^t Tfflf # I ^ cFf^ cb Tft ^M 

^FTcTT t 3iR ^ Tfir ’TRef ^ oUiqilM TFf tWT WT t I 

(7F) ^ff^cFI if TTTf^ cFf tsff qfidFerd fcFTTT ^niT # cf? Ticfj^ tj^ ^ 

WTRT ^ 3^7 McT Tite ^ cFT qf^dd ^ | 

(5f) 77? dicii qifx)cbicpTl'i3it Tfif srfcf ^ ^ ?FfcT ^ edjfRb \3Wrad if 1%Rif if 

W7I araf^ ^ ^fRR ^ ft t I 
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(31) ^ t G?fFT g?r elFTcT ^ t cRfH^ 

^ ^ TTRtft cf?r ^ Site ^ t I 

GtjVl ^ dMId 4 ^ cT^TT^ ^ chK^i ^ ^ 3ftY Rtlldth ^ vclMd*!? 

qfiuiiT^t yfcT'W'jl ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ficiTc?! t i zr? ^ f^ite hth 

t 5'(if^'-i cfyf^r^ '^id'i ^ cpt^ 3n^iK siddi ■!■ I 


{t) ^1%rf cfT^HcT ^ crfi<ih'<5PT ^ TTTtxrcmWraTt ^ 10% ^ W»T HlRn ^T^RIT t 

^ ^ ^ i^gd % 1 vjsfrr ^ ell^d 

cf) cbiyui 3Tf£jc[i ijir^<T)|C)Trl'i3lt ^ 3TW^dl^>j) ^|4 fcb<yi ^ sfT? aTc^jf^Tcfi fcTr^lTT elHId 

^ ^ ^ ^ t I TTF cfTf^ TfeT^ ^ cf^T ^fei yif^ichichtllsti ^ 

GcMIdd elFm ^ ^ t 1 


(^ '^md ^ pTJj'id) GIW vJ^Vl ^ Slf^, i|R Cpt4 '^, 4^ cnKuiicHch 

TT^y cm anrm t i aif^, irf^ cf44 tthtt ^ ^r ant ^ \ifSHf^cb nn^ nY 

dm? m nrnrM ?];dn ^ mnn ^ t i 


(V) ^ mr^ 4 nrm m Tjof t i ^ 3T5TnR, am kjcmniy mdR aistn 

nKd f4n? m? Piyld'i ^ yidi \idi4 c?; fen? mre^ mri TRnrm ntf ^ i hMP d n 

T?ffpfcm 4 ni4 nff c4l4 Rijnl ntt 'nSf t l am: '4 nrt ctf <4)^4 md«Er ntt t l 


(vi) ijilrjchicnTi'i ^ m "'pf amTci t m nm wm 1mn amf^ m 

tl'<M ijifricnicnTiiaft ^ ^ t I HiH<^ t cttnnf mtt ntf ^ 

t I ml^icmWraft ^ amite GdiidH dim n?M t ^ mi^ nff ^mt 

nffm, affirm anid dind, wfd nt ninn Tnmf nff nm afd f^rm ddncjcncn ^ nmnn 
^ t I dRf, ^ ^ tt, PiTiidf ^ mnn ntf ^ t i 





[»1FT1—Tjoy 1] : aTOTVRPT_9 


(vii) 3^t? yVcj^ vS€il^I ^ ^ Srf^, ^ ^ cfjRTJTn’T^ ^?T 

t I t^lfe’ ^ cTF TTlfer 3TT?TTcfr fvSRT^ v3^ cPt 571% ^ ^ 

% ?cR 3T^ fTRT ct?K(i|T| TJft^ cF?^ I 


(viii) 177'?%^ v 3#7T cpt 5T1% ^ ^ kil^l^cb ^l^slx! TTT Ml'ci^^Jt ^ 

;mra t -I fciPlHidIWt cF?r ^fR% klf^fc^ch 47 |^«|x1-^ % cTI^TT cF^ 

1%7n % I f^PlHldiatl H%'<-My1c*7cprn cFvR ^ ^ 1 

(^) Hi(%ii>ijl gRT vam Tpr 


5, f=7 Pitch til ^fcpr cF> f^ P-uldchl', ai mid chi sfl? Tjum ^ t^t 

3T^%£fT 3ll7 '^'IcFi gKi ;F^ '(^'O'II cF?f ^j-a ^ tfY f^ErR Pi ill 'WT 't 3fR '^jffT 

^pTcf ^ ^ ^ chi^cii^ cf^ nf t i jFiPmiTfl % ^tri ^ % PiiPch 

^ yVHIclell C^ sTl^ % ^|1%^ ^3 tR t I 5fRte 73^ % Pimid'<^ % MpPltd-1 % 

PP’iii c^ sif^ % 73 tr ^ 7j1%7t -^Rr^n i ■?%t ttcftr, yPPite-a % ^ 

3fl7 '^4clcn %r aq1 c|^ Pi's' sIRjfR % fstffFTlfr c^ ^ '(J^xl'll sfl 

'idcicfl %r cf^ c^ fcTTj Prater Plural c^ srP % ^sPrcT ^;eRT ^ Prr? ^ araPr ^ 

pR ^JEHT ^ ^ rat.sft erf^ 17 % 16 37^ p 3TtcFi% 7R 

P I PIP.ill P fcTx? PsFit ^mr PPra (ypte-s), ^1^ rfttT afp ^Pej PlPrat P 

■?rra (MpPi6e-9) p ^ % ^Tjradr ^ ^ T^fr afr i eP^ PrpFrat P efP ir ;ratT tiw 
cRp P ^ % TjEPr ^7 PiraPrai % ^PPite-1 ^r 'dpij; jPPt #%r P srp % ^?jeirt ^ aft i 
3TeT: ppcicn ^ %t ®ft 3lP ^3 tR ^ pTFT 5TT I RF^PTef WT WT cr?t 

Wft cFfM Pr^'erf % chpci l j Pt dt # I 


2980 GI/2001—2 
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6. PliJ^dchl’ 3T8J^ TER-TT^ ^ Plilidchl' ^ 

3T^£I cR^r vJM'ilcW PiiJHMcfl ^ 3T^;W ^ fcTETR uTTW I 

vacMiq 3^ 

7 fcTxrMEJt^ 1,'f^f^ch 7114 t I ljf>)fcHcb 7TT4 C^^f^cb 4r ERT ^ t 

3fk gTFR: 3-4 ^ fJTT ^ ^ i TJT 4t 100% k<f^f^cb Lhl^slV 

arsTcn io% tnfcT^ arsjcrr fcR=cf4^ ^ ^ 90 % ^'f^dcb c 4 TnrpjR tt 

3T8RT 15% RfcR57 3TaRT f^TfEf^T? ^ Ef? 7TTS1 85% klfM^cb ^tT^ER ^ %3IT 

'jfTcTT ^ I ''Tf^TfeTcf^ 7 It 4 ER 5'(-^Hld cbdl^-^.'ll^, sjncl E^ v^rTT^Tf 4 f^73TT 

E?Tcn t I klf^f^cb 7 It4 cR 3TFIT?r EnftEJRUT #4 5402 Eb fcrfiRT ESq- 

?M ^ 5402.39 3ft? 5402,69 cTSlT #4 5509 ^ e 4 3R4^ ^ t I 

^SJTf^ t EnftEfj?UT c4cr^ ■'TTE^dlcHdo f 3ft? %?4 4t ^TcF?? ?? EjTra Eb ^R? ?7 

«naicF?4t ^ # I 


8 ijifxjcblcbTl'isft 4 c;iai f^^ETT 4 ^'icb SKI '3dll 14cl ER^ HmicH ^JeT Ef5 sraiqicjgl ?T 

f4iit14d er^ e4 trr ^ I Piijldcbt' 4 3 r4 ^tt?]^ ejtt? 4 ^ ^ ?? Ebtf ?r ^ Ej^if 
.#? ^^14^ 7JERT Ef4 s4 I ^8TT14, EjR E3^ Et4c| f4fff^ cb ^ 4 f?^ 7^ ERR 
e4 Iclk,' cb6l dill c4 ET^ ^TcT dCI^ f4^ 4 3ft? EgTfEg yl4o1cich 7174 er .'VRTTj-.^fRTf 
dcdisl e 4 ??)? 4 f^TEJT EJRTT ETTfl? Ef^tf^E d'cb41ct4 s3ft? cj l R l f^cb TR 77 
3T^-«r^ E^t 317 ?fEfH4 t I 4777 EfR4 7TR? Ptdtdcb't 4 ytjd l dcfl cF 4 3i4%37-1 Ef7 
3Tct4cT Eren4f4cT iifshf^icb est?^ 7n4 cf4 ej4c^ f4f4Rfr er sfr?T f^En an i iTrf4ER4 r ?rr 
ER^ c4 sn4 4 14 ill debt SI7I EZRcT Rby R? t^'dl'fl Ejft \Jli'c| E^t 4 I ETctRR ERxl xf ^nl4e1 
EJRTR l^dicb 3.7.2001 cf4 3Tm ^IWTcr ?r«r4t 3rf4>!^ddl e 4 4?T-2 4 Rai'lfc^o^d Ei1ch14lcb 
EIt 4 4 I klfchfcicb EgT?;? ET74 Ej 4 clctdH 3 TTt7 e4 RR4 77 37c7R R^t TER RETT R I 3TtR 





[HPTI—Wrgl] 
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3T^ f^l'dch SRT ^ c^ sTT^ if ^ ^?jTPiT t i^fshf^ch ;gT^ 

^ Mcfr ^ ift ^'d t I ^ "rft^ t ^ ^ kif^f^cp 

^1$'^ dc^)41chl ^ ^ ddllc; ^ f^TcTnj ^ «lld c^j ^ ZTT^ cpt \jR ^ f^ill 

^dTdl t ^ ^ ^ ^ WdT t I ^ MK^i^RcF ^ ^ 5rf%WT%I # 1 5ntoT^ 

;5T^ ^ cf^ cRfriTd ^ ^ 3TdrrT cfi^ c^ cf^ W ^ Wfd d# ^ 

afrf ^ ^ JRfTuRTsJ dlRrchld^TlM ^ dcMlf^d ^ ^ ^3dTK 3TSjtcT 

^OT?Tcfd f^rirpfr ^ are^ ^ iftdY ^ ^ ormrf^ Trftpf^ ^ "^titpt cnFg" ^'wr 
^ *1NI '??T ^ I 

(^) meJVi 

9, dKd d«)c£| cT^ ^ vdcMidcn % I dSJif^, qiRjc^i ^d'<^ m^jiisi Mi'l^«l'i^ 

f^O, dlcji "^T^, 4dl«), ^'d'<-? d^dM R^lPld kJUvS dFRcT f^cdi f^; d^dMl, 
^dlc^fcHd f^; gf^midT; ^TTcldT dddd R^lPm f^RRT f^, 'gf^rdHT gRT dRR d?t 

^ t I dlPclcbl ^ 3T^^, 3T^, 2000 ^ dT^, 2001 (RRT 3Tdf£l ) ^ VftM^ 

^ dd 31'^dlPld ^Idd 36.65 fiflcldd fcfRTT. §3TT eTT 3ft^ ^ 3Tdf£r cd dRTd dM 
dTfxrdTrWrart cm ddiidd 19.884 (^fc4dd fcmjT, ^ err mt ddiicjd dd 54 . 4 % dddi # 1 
danfer, kjfchf^d^ ddf C^ ddlidd dftcm^ dd dcdIMd dTd 3TTddd dd dddfdTd, gJdf 
^ fcmm ddT an fup^ ^j;Rrd %dT # wd 3Tdf& ^ ^ dr^ dd ^ 

ddddd 64.94 f^rfcTdd fcfRTT. |3TT ad sftd dT^ dlRldildi^ft dd 1%Rd 22.59 ftfcddd 
fcFTdT. ajT dfr 34.79% dddT t I Pldldd^ % dlf^ldddn^ ^ addR d1 dT^ if ^ddTcT ^J31dT 
# 1 dadf^l, dT^ ^ ddTTdd 3dd5% is'fchfcHcb dd^ ^ dTdT fcfdy f ' 

3dd ddtd ^ 3lf?lRdd, f^rf^dd dr^ ^ ^ ^ kl'fcpf^d dd^ c^ ddm 

d?^ dfdTddT ^ I dRd ^ 'jft Vf^TfeTdi dd?dd dd Pidicl ^dfT ^ I i^fcb Pi elid'd d dltd 
STdfer P ^PFT klO-Plch dip c^ dcdldH P dP P dPf dTHlPld^ 3Ttcd% ddRdJ dpt Pd^ f 
^dPd,' jnPtddP dJd 3TTgdd dd dddtcTd, g^dp P IddT TJddT dd Pr?dRT dRdT dpTd 
dldP P dffd ^ dlPldddnPdft dd ^3ddtdd Pldd-S ^ ST^dTR dpe^ ^Jptd dd yPPP 
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THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part I— Sec. 1] 


^iTRI ■^STTcTT % ^ ^ ^ vJcMIcJH ^ 25% ^ virMWH cfi^ # 1 

cfiiyqi^ ^ cfl'i'l'l PimIciRsIcI \jcqiqcr>l ^ ^Mlrl ^ isiPifciq) ^ HIC'I ^ ^ 

vftW qiRjcpi ^ fchqi ^ i- 


! HFT ^ 

2000-01 R V3?^C{H (f^r.?^) 

.——_I ______ 

cltj^M M'lf^icHH, ■^UMI 

2333 

Rji F^f^fpIcKH fc^; c^PilHI 

983,5 

---i- —-—--- 


895 

i RtjpJI PcKH, f^. ^UMI 

3240 

^fiRgciini ^■s5^^v;i f^„ -gRriiHr 

I 3820 

£rF(>{4 <5lMch foTO, xju,|lj|ci 

2296 

I 

Ihc^I f^, ■^f^r^THT 

i 4997 


T}, Hic»i 3^7 'Mi*ii*^ cWT P<ila wl*ia ^i» 'JTTO ^ f2ln{ ^ ^ vjfffl 

10. ETm(9) ^F^(l) (Tf) ^ 3T^tT^ iTT^ 4 'illHM ^ cm 3TsJ # ; 


(i) cZTPTR TIFTP^ ^ PclcTl-'^ddl cTT^Slt ^ ^cFTTc*^ ^<?il ^qfch ■?!? pqpcn 

^ in ^ ^ Rjraran Preit^ ^-ejm (e) ^ aicrJ^rT wr? 

PqP c^ ST^TTTT (ctiqi HT 

(ii) ^ PiJpcb ^ ITT cf? sTTuTR ^ cirmR c^ WTFU W I^Tc^-'^Jc^ 

^^3Tt ^ PjJtI ^ UT Pqpiqj GTSTcfT ^R c^ aTRTR ^ P?lq 

mvinY ifT f^ff5t cfft cmr ^^trt in cnRuy ^ ^jf^o ^cm ir^ wf 

M TTRTR ^ ^ cf^rt I^cn ^ - 

(cp) PrW ^ ht ^ ut #11^ ^ ^ PnrfcT RfnT nr 

^^3ft CPT ^cRRIP yppp fuRfcm ^-£INT (s) c^ 3RntcT aRT? 

IF) 3R[TrR I^RT ITT 



[MFT I— 7*05 1 ] 
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(^) W^II'HpIch dHidl, f^^-cIMIcil 3fk ■^TFTRT dHIcil ^TPTt vjf^ 

^ ^5^ cTT^ ^ ^r ^3^ cR^ ^ 'd(^lcJH c^FTcT, RSRT^ ^-ETRI (6) ^ 

11. ^ £TM 9^(l( (^) ^ 31^;^ ^ ^ c^ TTJfpSRTsJ W 

P i ji' i d 'g^ ^ MijH i cieft aft I ^renfft cftcr^ fto RdM'fr f^., Rt?tt 

ftw "ft ^ 5rRT ^ an rilHcbl cf^ldHi^, ftw ft R^TcT ft i 

Rraftrcfft eft ^^'diy vj^fttft •^Mid ft i^tftlfcieri ft ^mft ^ efttf eftt ft i 3Td: ft ^stft 

eftt cftftrft dMcW ^ ft I ^31^ ^ kisjftfeich ajlft cf^T ftftET ft d'ftlH 

1 /40 ^ ePMZ ft ftt ^ ft fftftftr fc^RJT ft I ^aufft eft T^ffttfcTcFi inft 

^ ffttftt ftw eft Hftc^ fiTTSTR ft ^ cjft ^ ft I 3^: PlftTcIcF^ 3rjHN ftw ft 
fft^ eftWr ft? 3nEIN W >11 HR] ePT fftEfRuT ^ fftrm ^ '{-Tebdl ft I ^mfft fftfttcT^ 
ft -ER^ Rffhfti' eft ftftsj ft ^?JERTT ^ Efft aft ETanfft T 3 ft ^ 3 Tfft ^ aft 

^3RT^ ^ ft ij ll fftn 3iaftcl k!stftlftleb ^ ^ aR^ ifti>ift MdRld ftftft aft 1 fft^jto 

ft ^ 3iftJiddi eft ^ ft f^rfft cRftr Eft fftn? ^ rtt ajr i fft'ftdch ft et?" eft^ ^ 
^3^ fftm 2JT fft^ ft 3fR ^ 3T^-3T^ ^3cqK eft ^ ft fftcTN 3TFTT 

xTlfft^T cjftftcK ^ dehfteft^ 3fftr efrfftrfvftlcb ^ ft ^ ft^ t 1 ftl^tcFRtlT ftft 

TFRJ ffti/ideh ft dift ^ ti'^e^ fftfftjftf eft «nft ft '(^ddl W'(-^d aft 1 ftft^ 

Rfftiift eft fftft ffttfft eftftr^T ^ ^ ftft ft fftgftftr yyft ft ftft ^ ^ ^ 

ft I yfftftnft 9^ 3T^ftR ^ftcF^ ftFm 3fR ftft^ fftsftt ft yM ftift ^ yft ft efttf yftt 

ft! ftft ft I fftajftfcfft SRT ftt ftt ^ ST^ftR i:'5tftfcHcb ayft efft ftft| fftfchft yft 

yiftr ■ “ ftt. ^ ft I ftF ftftT ftm 3 Ty 1 ft ft ftftft fftftdeh srt ftrfftd ftftrr^ ftr ffty yy 
fftftft ^ 2 . 3 % yyftt ft I anyr (i) (y) (ll) ft 31 ^^k yry fftftycR ftyr sraryi fty 
ft yft^ dMR ft eznw ftt >HHM ufftiii ft ftyjy ftt fttft fftftt yftf yft ynft ft 
3TaTyT yfy fftftde^ ft?T 3rafli ft yTyrN ft ^mn f^rfft yr fftfftft ftt ef^t 

yryr ftt Eryrg- ftr ftftt fftfftftr ftt ^3Rry yftt ftt yy yryftt ftt ftt vh i hm ijcy ?yft ft 
fttft ycFi fttyr - 









[HFTI—1] 
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Rl.€!id1 ^ '^, afk ^ Mdcb ^ Cf7 ^^Md: 'f^ct5|4 

Rf-slidt ^ 3^3^ ^ 3frf r^^MSJt'H ^ C^ ddlKd 3fk ^ 

eTFKT ^ ^3^1 d ^ ^ # I ^ ^T ^ 3T^ 1 3T^ 2000 ^ 31 ^TT^, 

2001 cm? ^ t I Mw ^ f^f^FT ^?Ruft ^ W7 cf?^ ^ f^ WI ^ ^ 

^ sft 3lt7 ^ <^)|>;U|| ir ^ i^ch cfiiyui ■Jjg' ejj '^MM ^ fcPcflZT cp^ 1%^ cfjc^-Tgy ^ 
3T3^ 17 ?gen^ ^ ^ ^ t, ?jfr wm ^ 3mf?r % f^ t atk ^'iifeR ^ ^ 
^ 3mt^ ^ KTH ^r ^ ^;eftt cT^ir eft i ft wf cf^ft eft fcirr 

wi ^ ^ WTF cm? ^ 3f3?Tfft 5mPT ^ eft I ^ eft ^ ift fft^iftm? 

ft uiid ^ amfft eft fftfTj '3^'ii ’H>f3d d^ eftt eft I fft^jftm? gM w'j^ci gft fftcftm 

^JERT ar^ft ft cpqtfft? 3ft7 cTm cTen Blfft ^ 16 ?5RTt 2000 ^ 13 3TftR, 2001 

del? eftt 3mfft eft leHj W't^d fft?^ ^ ^ ?jfr RTET smfft (^■dKiftftr vienm eftt rfrt 
ffteftTUT ^£ft ^^JxFTT eft vifdd TTRIFFT eftt ^iftsTT eftt dftl efj^cTT ft I cf?R?9TdFTd' cIMicI 
^eiT 11^ fft1ft?ftt eft Rm gft ^qxRT fft?ft% ft 5RgET ^ eftt ^ | eft 

Rsjft efttffd coidi ftt y'td,d 'dftt ddl ft I 5'dfd>^', lTFfftef?rft 5R^ eftt elMld 

fftSjftfUf ^Eft £ 2 n^ ^ ftft ft I Rdtd'ef? gRT RFR ffttftRT eft fftfftF ?ftft fft? 

et^-cefl 'didift eftt elldcl, ®i|M TTcT Rifld eft eRt, pfft jft’d cTRe! cf?T 7^3Tef? l^ei 

■RTRR ciidd eft ^Ej if tjtt c^lejl cf?T 3 ft '<;l^ddl ^TRcT ftlft W do4Nd 

cdldl ft I 

14. 3Td^ WRfftef? fftdl'iui ^ feP? mfftem^ dcftxld xiMel^ '(^ddl eft 3TTETR ^ TTFIFT 
3 cm ef?T tftdt^ eJRft ft I cjtll gr?ft 'ddd ilIftjcf)|xl ft fftdtcTcf? gRT 4?^t TTRlftt ^Teiftr 
^ftft?fcm? ???T^ eftt RRcT gt TtgEf ft TR^d dft M ^ f^rgR 1ft?gT ft I fftdtdef? ft 
Cf?^ Wdltt TftMftm? g?l^ gft fttaTTfttJd? g^dehfil g^tdd ^ JR^cf 1 ft?^ ^ I derrfft, 
RfftcF?r5t ft efr^ dldftt ft) fftftftm? eft chRxyift ft d^ifft dg? eft 'trT% 3flR #RT fftg)|ftt 
jmrft eft ^ ft **+ ^0 ^ ft I deit-dH ^smdmr ^ 3 ttejr g? dcMidd, fftgft 
efPTd dIdIR XRT 3T?Rftftg? g?T fftgtTR 1ft?gT ggT ft I vjqcT'*^ 'i^ddl ^ OljdR 3tfftg 





16 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part I — Sec. 1 


P l tiku i ^ ^ ^ T?Tter5t S[RT WHI-K ^ *** 

^o/tero *** ^si^/tero t i 

15. 40 RdN-H f^Rjl f^fc^ f^O, ^ ^ 3T^ ^ ^ 

^ f^r^M ^ ^ ^ t I fRT f^nfRT fcm^ 

^ ^ Mcff ^ ^ t afk kiffbf^ch 100 % 

t ^ ^ Mct ^ f I cTmcT ^ ^g^ERi ^ gn^R ^ Mctr 

cf^ ^3M ^ 3ncrw^ 'HHm'IvjH ^ t I ^ 'iinm'lvjn'l ^ wEfRT wict ^ 

^ ^ 1711^ 3flRm TTI^^ 3tr ^ cf5\TT^T ***^0 *** 3R^tcf^ ^RR ^ff!r 
f^O t I Plijidch ^ ’TT^ (Rmepft ?TcJ?)^^, 5RM WS, Mcf 

tsf^ R>Rcrf^ ^ cj^ROT f^#7o1k ^ *** ^, 

*** 3RrMt ^TeR ^ ^?RTmRRT t I f^RlW ^ ^ t %TTR ^^kT ^ 
^f^raRT ^r ^ ^ ^>w aiiiiidcbl ^ ^ tor % aff^ l^ufRT ^ 

^ ^ araik RR afr ^ arargr ^ 3 Tt^tr^ ^9rtf RRff t I tr^ fcR:j 
M ^ 3R[^TR W% (cbK'lsIl^ ^ ^TRTR #FrT ^), ^eft jmFm ^ 

]^1TR, d'lri'^l ?nTR ?TSJT ^ ^ ^ RTcfR 

aJIchcH’Tl'fJ ^fJRI ^ I^SiWt fcjRn RM ^ I ^r RTR %TR #fn TR ^ tr|xl% 

?fcf7 TfTT ^ f^ratcT 41v7|ch ^ SrjRR <^cid 3TRTd^ ^ '^(f^l ^ ^J|dM 4)'{dl 
iJcR ^ ^E{ 4 RRjffR^ cfRR Rf^ RR trj ^ I ^RfcRf 

3frR^ ^r ^ ^ ^£T ^r +** R) *** 3Rttcj5t RRR/terO ^ RR|41 vjR 

RIT t 1 ^ RTiRiWtr ^ RTR 3R1% ^ McT cfftTRT *** ^0 

*** 3jH^ct^ ^5RR ?rf!r fcFRTO teTcft ^ t I 

16. arf^rf^RR gft7 medyW f^Rmt ^ Rsn vjfeviRad rrri ijrt 
IR^ g^tiRT afty RR^ Hlf^H ^ I^SjtRT ^ ^Iff^H'd cfR^ f^TW f^HIcf^ c^ 3T^- 



[WTI—^TOl] 
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1 ^ ^ # I 3lk f^rafcT gW ^ ^ g?HT ^ jr#5H 

^ WTT aft^ ^zim ^ ^ ^ ^ t I ^k^risrt ^ ^ 

^jcqr^ ^fTt ^Rcbf^d wm ^ arwR ^ wtrt ^ ^cht ^ ^ t I ^ 
Wr cTFRT ^ •jpJt ^ I 

17. 'HIHM ^ *♦♦ awMt ^5RT7 MfrT f^O PichMI W ^ ^Riblcld 

ddlidd cTFTcT ^ aTTOlf^ t I ^f?R^5PTTSM ^ ^ f^ra?T NcJ4'?|ck1l^'HK 

P i ch i o^) t afk 'HHm'lvjiH'l ^ wm ^^? *** ^0 *** ar^rMr ;i1% 1%?tto 
t I ^0 Rdm^H 1^ff^ f*rc^ f^o, ^tw sr?T ^aff ^ Mdt ^ 

^TTf^ ^ 45.9 % ter t I 

'^. wf^ 

IE, medM Pi^hic|c? 1 ii ^r PiHT^j'^i'f ^zrw t: 

wf^ ^ f^^i><U|! 

(1) f^ff^ ^ ^ fi? aTRiRft ^ iTiter^t aTT^t aM ^ 

iTRcT ^ cTT^ aTRRfr ^ ^ vdeiVi ^ cii'tcif^ch fiTf% 

^ arsirar fifff^ ^ ^3 ?m \dcH"i slai ^ ar®!^ 'dtiVi '^Pt wif^ ^5^ 
WU aTRft t ; 

( 2 ) f^il^ mteilt ^ ^ «Tt!r, ^ vsifm ^ ^ fifif?r ^ 

^5ci^ afr? WTW ^ arr^ w alk ^rfer arRiRff ^ 

TfrsT, afk >{1+111 ^^aft ^ 1^ ^mr ^ ctTliol ^ jwr^ aftr 
^R^a^t ^ vJdJKchl ^ aiMTcfr mRuhj^ ^t^rt ^ ^frt fTczft ?i)r 
EZHFT ^ ^ v^ I^RFfr ^ ar^er II PiylRd arj^ T^ifer 

aTRTRfr aft^ ?rf% ^frET ^TRWR^Rfj ^EI ^ +j^c>Liicf7i ^5^ I 

fWt ^ a^^- II4 Rrerf^ Rr^tcil En? iTRraFT 11^= 


2980 QI/2001—3 
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THE GAZETTE OF INDIA; EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part I—Sec, 1] 


i. ^ Pitilyui ^ (^) MifSd ^rrarat ^ '(ihh crTg fpirr ^tvstr 

^ TTf ^Tf%^T amiRfr ^ smr^ m ^3?Tr^ ^ ^ ^ ft 

^ mRuii 4^ jmr^ ^ ^ ^ Tirf^Tei ^ i 

ii , MlF&d 3lldlcil ^ vlt^ cf?^ TFRI Rlf^chl^) ^ WT?T ^ IcpcIR cp^ 

w ^rfecT 3TFiT?fr wr ^ ^ arsim ^ ^r ydii^d 3 tsm ^3ft ^ ^cht ^r ^Tn??r 

ft 11 Rrim 18 ^ vj^ (2) ^ w ^f^:i%rT 3mn?fr tr jm 

^fT ^ ^ intertt ft ^ Ff^mR ^ w itr?! A ^ 

^ fePTT ^ TTifer 3TRncfr ^ 3TRifET^ cfj^ |t t ^ ^ :sm^ ^ 
jnTT? 3TRIcn ^ ?1cF> gWl ^1 ^ RHT 3T8M ^ ^ t ^ f?lT 

3IRRTT Wt ?T^ ^ tTfft I 

19. nrtoRt ^ Rm ^ifr 3Tcif?r w fSr^ ^ cn^ arerfcr 1998-99 afk 1999-2000 ^ 

N 

^RFT 3TRTTcfr ^ TTTRT ^ cf?^ WEI t I STT^fj!^ ^ RRI cf^t 3T^ cferj 

^ ^ 3Tai^^ 1998-99 afR 1999-2000 c^ ^fRFT aTMcfl cffT ^TT^ ^ ^J^ERT 

g5t Rm t I ^TTElf^ 3IT^ ^ ^ WT^t 

fiRRdT t f^ f^r^FT #dt ^ fci7 crrRrf^ aiRjrRT 
(^sMaiitFi), ^iRi'cbichdlaft, Rrafci^i^, a^iordch.'!' ^sjt Fttr ^TRcfF ^ 

TRT t I Rm ^^^53Tm cf5t arf^RjERT ^ ^3TR ^ ;it^oM3TTtFT ^ ant^ EnflcfRur 
5402.39/69, 5590.61/62/69 3Tcr% FtTR ^ I'l^'felch ^ ^ 3TT?TRfi ^ ^ 

1999-2000 ^ 3436^0 ^ rTSTT (ai^ 2000-WI^ 2001) cfi 1165 % ^ E?) 

aTtci7% I RrR-fFR ^'id'i ctt ari’jTcT ^■REff HMiart ^ odjincp f^Rrar cHt ^ri f'? 
ailillfll 6l<4cf] ft 51^% cf^ pel'll Pi<nldqi cTSTT aiRTTcIEpf gl'il JRfcT ^ Rt 
^ ariEiR Rf EpRT ^3l^ t I Plirfcich 5RT Ff^T ^ Rra^dt tr 

^IJERT viiRlVn ^ TiFt RT Rft Sift Mclcfft ft ^ ^JrFfT ftRcft 
Cfft araftcf 17 ^fRlt ftr 15 ^fRTt cT,; eft .;i-qft ft ftt eft uferfep, uftw efft 3Tcifft 1 aiftel 
2000 ft 31 2001 rl^ eftt eft I FTft ^RrT fRRT ^ tt Weft t I tftft 3TRIdc|ft 




[MFTi—Taroi] 




1 <) 


£[rt ^ M ^ 3TrafR ^ 3nw 1998-99 ^ 4790 ^0 ^ ^ «r^ 1999 - 

2000 7481 ^0 ^ tf 'nxr 56 % ^ ^ ^ ft ^ 1999-2000 ^ 7481^0 

^ tr 2000-01 9572^0 ^ tr 27 % ^ ^ ft 1 ^ 

t fcfj ^ 3TRKfr cfTt ^ ^ ^ 3r?^ite ^ ft t i ^ 

cf5t 3T^ cfj t^?PT Trrf^r^ ^ ^ wr "^ 5 ^ ^ ^ ft t I ^ v3?tt^ ^ 

TTm ^ ^er ^r sTRicfr ^r 1998-99 -^r e.ea % ^ 2000-2001 ^f 12.8 % ^ 
lit ft t I 

20 . cf5tTTcfi ^ 3TRn?fr i> ^ ^ wr ^ ^ 

7TW 1^ mfer 3TTincti' ^RT ^ ^ ci^r^ ^ 

3TR7te ^F5^ |t t arsM ^ ^ 3TTWr ^ cfftTRft ^r 3 Rrjt ^ 
cRf^ ^4t ciNi % 15rrf^chi'51 § 1^ -^mci sfR \j^ f^qtcfcp wit’iicicfl 

^ ^ Mll^O 3IFIRT WTM^ ^ t I ^STt^ ^ 3Rri^ ^ "tRH ^ 

^ fcHT ^ STFITcft ^r 27 % ^f?t ^ ft t I WTT^ ^ ^>TR^fRr ’TPT ^ 

1998-99 ^6.53 % sT^cItT 20b0-01 12.8 % tl W t ^ fcf? ^ 

«Tf^ ^ ^a^RI vd^H cfR?1T t I 

21 . aiNidl ^ ct^dd cp^ftcft ^ '^I^cJ^ 'S'cJRT cf?t cfildd ^ cniM^l '^dchl'<l ST^Tra' T?T % I 
^JlfRT f^Rft vciRicI cfj)*id 2f^ ITTlJf cf^ ^r ^firaj ^ ^ 1 vTT^ cjft 3T^ 

4l'<i'i J?iif^c1 ^ 3^1 tfd Pic)ci ftff^t 5TTf^ * * * ^»'T^/fcFrjTTO ^ 

t ^5T?t^ STRIlfcia WTT^ ^PT 3ft^ ^ *** ^O/tolO ^ t I ^ ^ ^ 

^?ltcTT # I 

22. ^ ^ ^ cll'Wf^cP «rf^ ^ t I 

^?tPT ^ ^ vicMKi ^ ■gftiH cfifTT^ tjRT ^5^ ^ 3RmaJ ^ t f^RT^ 
^ 3?^ eTTTRT cf^ ^ ^TcfTcTT sfR ^ ^ ^ WcTT 1 
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THE GAZETTE OF INDU: EXTRAORDINARY 
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23. Pi>4*1 11 , ir ^ ^ ^ tisitj ^ PI®^'^ P'^’ICII 

^Jirar t cit ^ ^ wr grfer 3TTwfi ^ 

wg ^cgTg'g?r gr^R gWr gg gfR vrt^ gjcRWT ^ ^ 

^FTigg^t gg 3TRRfr ^ jrgrg ^tgg g^ Pigi'i f^Rrr grigr ^ i 

Wfg^ g^ aicngr, grf^ ^ ^ ^ ^ Pm^ ^ II ^ ( vii )^ 

PlHI^^TT^ THjgWT t:- 

' (vii) gif^rgg? a# ^ m PrgW gcgt g? gMiPci ^ aflv g % 
OT^rg^arjHR gr g^ar ^fmrggr tR i gPf^rfM ^ gg^, gfr ^ f^iPr 4gr gR 
WcTT t PiRpr gjgg ^ arPr ^ #? gv ijgf^giPPT afR aim-rg^ff ^ 

Tirflg I gRdRc p erl^ c^ g?t c^ ^T Pr#?R gR^ Rgg Prf^ 

jrrPrg^Rt ar^g gicfr ^ w gRTHpi gg f^gR gRgr ; 

(g>) 'gRg ^ grfer arrarcfr g»l ggfi^T <^1^ g^ gft ggpg ^ g^ ^ aiNiai g5t 
^Rfiggr g^ g?M ^ ; 

(^) PmW g5t ggfgr ^gg ^ ^ Pi^err gpg amgr gr airgr ^r arRFRRft 
ggfgr I^rt^ Pfr^ aipiRgg Mr g^r ^^gPr ^ arR Prgpr graiRr g?r 
vjgRgicn g^ sgrg ^ ^n'Rftg giRR cpr aiRito ^igPicT grf^ PrM g5t 

^fmggr gg gm ’gRcn ; 

(tj) ggr aggrci ^ cpiMdl gg PiTg rt f yVcj^ g^tHcfr gg aiRiPrgi 
5 >i'Hg?i'<l gr '^ggg^ ggjg R^n afR arPr afR arTgicft g?[ Rig '4 ^ 

wggr ?Rft ; afR 

(r) g^aft g^t g5t ^ g^ rt ^ t i" 


[Mmi—T3p>gi] 
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24. ^ ^rrar # mfer arPTRff ^ ^ ^ cffhfTcff ^ ^ an# t 3 #? ^3#tt 

annft ^ vj^ wx d^n «icsi^ 4 awm ^ f^RT 'fcR ^ aRnff oiMid wim cfR' 

TTcf^ afR RPT arf^ ^ ^ l "arrEf ar^ afR cp^ c^ #Rh mft?T an^ 
cPN^t arte ^ t I ^ w cf5t T5;^t WcT^ t an^rrn ar#t ^narr ^r nrfer 
m ^ ^fTcf5^ f f^TRRr g^f ttT^R g^y ^5g;g ^ ^fygygi ^ | yytoRt ^ 

^8T vjTrasT c^ anuK iR cf? PitchcJ f fen ^ c^ 

mfer aTRn?fr ^ ^mwr ^ ^nfly gyf^ grr ^?3 cRT ^ |3tt # 1 

gr. <«iRunww toi 


25. ^Jifm n? nrfer anwt ^ nw enr ^ei # me-rM Rnrnt ^ 

ar^er-II ^ Ri^id (iv) ^ '^ac^ t "^FteffSinr eR^ ;j^'■ir qrf^ anmeft ^ cj?r 
filter ^f ^ ^FFm anf^ cFnwf afR ^cbl nn ^jc^rtefR viif^)^ ^Rrr f^Rnn ■srjRt 

ef^f f^rfei n? jmTcT n^cn # RjiW^ tuRtr # l^st^, erm, ^rstr vaenr^efRiT, 

3TRT m ^Fmi ■v3'4<y')J| ^ ^ Rmf^ ^fWf cj# 5n>TTf^ gR^ 

efiR cf^Rcn, nrgg inRSna gff HRn, REn#r "F^Rn, ^jir nar^, #gfRm fRt?T gn 
g^ SRTcTT gg cji+dRlct^ gg gRnf^ ggngrRRn 5RiTg 1 


f%<ii<raT ^ fttTR 

26. Pigid^n gn g? gg^ # fen gg^gr g^ vTSf <:^Pid gTlnd, sttr otftcT, gg 
gprg gff g^g ^rRsni afR g^r v5egi<ebdi gft gw R gifcichicp-dfaft srt g5n-#f?rg 
wrrgg ctftcT gggft arf^ t l srf^, gf^ gff# Ft, eft gF Rw R ^ RraRff gft gw R 
g#f ft t 1anergr, grRichT R tt g# ^af^g ftg^f g^fgg g?t wn gw t afR 
aRrgo ar^ wRr !#iifiiH t 1 gf^RT g?fgg gg Rratgg gg^iR g? mggtrEff cf? 
ggrg afR grfxrgggRrtaft g^t ggr gnt-eggrr enf ^ ggRr c^ wng wn grftg 
RraRrgff ^ ar^gg?, gtt grgg gr erf^ g# ^ t afR RrgRr gsg eR^ wffg gft ft arf^. 
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^ #EI thKUllcHcF' ^ t I ^ ^ 

k[d5lfcHch ^ irw # l ^ ^ ^T??n 

i^ilTlfcHcb cf?r ;nf^ cif^ ^ ? I 


^nftnirai^rtsit ^ ftijR 


27. ■U l Rlch l ch-cl' iatt ^ TJf ^cTPIT ^ ^ ^3^m^-cTFT?T '^7?! ^ s:!^lcH ^:iFT?T Tf 

^ ^ TT^ ^71^ fcf7 iTNcT ^T TT^ ^ cpm ^ cTRIrl 

3T^ ^ ^ I Piirici'?i7i' cf5t 3 et^ TcRi ^ ^ afjTiK %rT^ cp ^ ^ 

^ ^ 15-20/-7^ f^. CF^ ^TFTcT ^ t I illRjchlchrllaff ^ ^T^TTN 17.50 

(Plilldch ^ ^ ^ 3ftW) ^ cTTiT ^cfi7 ift ^ sidIKcbl ^ Plil^d 

17.50 T^TT/fcpTn, cf1 fTT 31^ ^ ift 3Tf&c[^ 31^ tR fcfTTT t[tt f | ij[f^fcbTcftfl'i^tr cprr ^ 
Iff ^ f^ *^m(7i ^ Piiildcn 3)441 ddTE^d eiidd wim *1^ ciR tth^ sfl? PiiildcjTl ski s^ 
^ "fit ^751 ^IJ^ETT ^ 1^4'RI WI t I 

TnfSrarrft virra TI^r 


28, iTRcT ^ dtlVl ^ y^TIcI cf?r \Jlid cFR% cfl fcHi^ 5ITf?)w5t % 3TFT 3fr7 ^ 

'<-icfirl<T)l fcjTTR fcFTSTT ^ ^ 'H^fPT ^ fwfri T7 ^TlTTcI 'Sl<?l4 ^ 4|'(H dcMISd, f^f^t, sIMK 
fl^, elTlTO^, urf^ ^d!Jl(^ I ^ y’mf^ cFr4 3 M>!lcW Tnft 

3TTf^ HUSM' ^ ^3nTI Cfil Tjf ^ I ^ i||l^chltbTll3it ^ ^dllSH 1998-99 ^ 2039 
4tf^'c5 1999-2000 ^ 22300 41f^'t) ^ 3flY ^srNl 3Tclf^ (3Tl^-Hr4, 2001) 

22594 ^ t I ^ ^ t I ?T2ITf^r, 3TTWr ^TETI 

^ ^ ff ^ ^ cfJRni, «IMN 1999-2000 ^ 32.7% ^ yecb>! 3T^ 

^ 30% 7F ^31^ TI^ ^ ^ 3TFnTT ^ %Wr 1998-99 ^ 6.5% 7^ TJfra 

3raf^ ^ 12,8% t\ W I TiirEI 3mf& ^ ^ ^ 3TNTTcTt % 27% rTcH ^ 




[HPTI—T3TO1] 
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ft aft I ^ 3Tcrf^ ^ vdcMKM cfPTcT ' '' ^ 

glqtcby ' ' '^O/fcf^, tt ■^t # I 1999-2000 ^ ' ' ''^/fcfiTTT sfp? 

^ 3Tcrf^ c^ ^ t 1 ftsft mf$r vacMIcH cTFM tf cFTT^ 

^riJT "W ^ fvRTft If? ^RTT t 3ft^ VIlfif^T ^ ^ tf 

?Tf^ ft t i mift<T ctt^ ^ fSr^ # cwlfcf^ j;iifJid ^3?Tr^ cjft ^fer ^ftfr^ 

yrf^ ^ t I cfSWt ft fttt gft ct^t? ft ift ^ fsn t 

cf-ftfch SfWfftrF vdrMic; ^ cfftFRT ^Tftj cfft dl^ld ft t(o|^ cffTT ft 

mRlj|IH'('C|W (ftldcll ft ftftt ^ ft Sft? vjftftT vjjftd eft fftfT? SWft 

cftlHd'i eftt ^ ^ srarft ft HIchR ^ ft I 


29, ft RRT ft f% cm ddlldd ft^ ft?T ft STRlftf ft fft 

^ ft cfmmr ^ ft i "eft^ amft^ ddfidn ftt cf^jeft emftr ftft 
^ftft?T mw cmrrft ft fftm fftftt ^ftR? gft mf^ cm?ft ft RRft an ftr?j 
ftt 3TRTT ^d^ldd «r^ ft ft^ W CJT I aftcj WftT ftt ^dtldd ft ftt 

^ ^ If? ^ ^ftrftr ft fft ^ ftt ?ftt ft ft , ^ifftft ^juftT ftr smftt ?^?r 

STWr ft CRT tm TJdfldH Cf^ ft feft ^£21 fftaiT ft | ftt 3ft?Td fftfef fftftt 

mfft ^3?TT^ ftt ^dllciH dTFT?T ft cfR ft fft^uft ftftJTFT^:^ ftt ftftt^ atfft ft t i 
STFTTft ft ftt ^ ^ cf^ 3?ftt fMt ftftra ft ft^ ^ ft f?5TR 

^ RT ddlidd cTPTO ftt cRjftt ftt ^ Rft ftk ^ fftd Rft I ftftd 

ftftt ftftR ftt cTtjcft ? fttft ft cmw ft aft^ tFmft ftftf? ^ ft fft^ft ftt 

tm ^nrm w ft l 


30. ^ ftrfthmr efiftr ft fft cfm ft?^ fjftftr ftt ft atf^ ariRm ft ^m^ ft 

ftt, Rfftcmft ft fR cTCIf ftt OTR ft ^ ft fft TTNftft mwf ft RfftcT ftftft R? W 

o 

ft mfftr 3TTin?ft ft ^ ftt ^ ft fftfift uftej; ^ ^ amftt arfft ftft^ 

ftldd ftt Mim cfrft ft f^ dwiftt '(■dy cfcp smftt ftftftt ftt ^mr cm?ft ft feR 
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^ I ^ ^ mfSd 3TRncfr sjtr vsejVi ^ 

^3rT^ cpRTJfR*!^ I HifScp|'<) 11?' Pl«nic»l^ f WET 

3T^ t^lVR ^qig ^ sit? vJ^fTT cpt ^ 9Tf^ ^ '?3cl^ 

^ chNUIIdl^ ittEJ t I 

31 Wf^ qi^ giRUrt ^ ^ 

31 . Pltilcicnt gRT 11 ? rig’ f^gr '’TUT % 'f^ tiycj^ -dal■'I g^ ^ grf^ gTT g^K^ 

i^sf^r^ch g^r?g? g? mcH'^EJt ^gg’ ^ 5Wrg ^ I ?g igccnl ^ ’TRrttg f^PlH^dl '{H'fdl 

kjtf ^l f^ch W?g? SIRT gR^ ^ gr^rl: g%rT ^ t I Plgldch ^ kjpbnf^dh gpt g5t ?nj^ 

Trig ^r 3TTf gi’ft g^ itt 11^ g^r ft sil^ g^ giKw jtht t i 

32. Hli^lchllf) ?g ggit g?I ■glTxI g?f t 1 HFTPg ^Jeg g>T gR^ ^PTg glf^IgR^ 

^ ??I cTCg g^r eZIFT R5T t ^^TTel ^1 k'g’tf^ch' gg?g? c^ STTgTrT ?? iJI5dMf-^[og’ 

gtt t gfgl^ gRcT ^ ^ Sit? f^raWr ^ gT[ I?g?ff^ gIT?g? g> 

STIgTcfr g? C|iedVt«Jt cFTrTT # I ^ cFR^ ?Rg ^ ?ig^ ^ ^ f? 

vjdJid ^ sTTgTcT ^r gj^ g^ gniT t I ^ ^ Rgia'cht c^ ??i gg’ gg ?igg t 

\deJVi g’ 1 ' filf^ gpt g’t *iiJ| ^ STTt g^ft c^ku) ^ ^ Miltlcniy) sif^gT 

gg’ g? gr^ ^ grfg 31gf& 41 yH gRrl 4 ?g’tfcTg> 'gFt g^t ■nig ^ 

ft t 1 gglf^, ^3?ltg g7 ir ggft STlt t gral^ Plilidcb gg ft?gT 1998-99 ^ 
6,5% gsgR grra sigf& 4 12.82% ?t ggr t I 

(^) 4TT?rT - ^mc4 ?tfe 


33. r^gld'g’ STf?n?, %TTcT STTgldt g? Hlcd'^EJt-Jycg’ cnTTgT 'gg 

yicf^dl <Wi(ch gRcT sit? ^md ^ cZJTgl? ??g glgiPTa c^ gPTcft ^ ?r?gtg ^TgEjt gRR (chdl 



[mrii—■qfoy 1] _ 

# I ^3^ ^ ^ ^5^-5 ^ -ewthK mt ^r ftf^rf^ ^art ^ 

«n^ ^ nfs cf^t ^ i Piui^ ^ #Hi?];5«b 

arfErf^m 1975 etttt 9(gj) ^ airi^ cfprmr w men^Eft ^cep ^ crf grr t alt? 
??Tfc3E? ¥fT?cT-^^W ^ 1!^ ^ ?37TniT W WcH t I 1996 g^t iTT?cT-^W ^ ^sJt 

g?cTT^ ^ 3T^W 3f3^- 'V ^ ^^W ^3f«3%rT t %"'m?rT TOJT?, Mm ^ THtt cR^aft 

^ '(■n^Ufjewl aft? ^TTgic^Tg^ jif^tfi ^ ^cfti TTR^ttg errgn? ^ Mg'cj cfft st^h i 
ggg ar^x^- \' i=> ?nsT ?fc?7^ ^3^ ?ig£ft iTwr-ggr ^ g? g?T ^ gnm t ggtf^ ^3cpTrT 
TTsTtJt ]?wT-tr^ ?ft^ ir “^mrcT gft TRgn? aft? in??T ?r?cm? c^tn? ?tf& w 

•airntfi J^enjcT aft? air^gte ^cept ^ ^[gff f^rat?ft ^ “ ^3f^3%cT t 1 ^'hF^ ^ 

aft? arr^y-f^cb ^ ^ w gg t g f^ ^ wr? i> ■'!ilHi^^c<b1 ^ 

Pigldch g?r ^ g^ >i-cJlcm?tf^ ^ ar^^ ^ ^ gi?^ arraT^ g? ^?frgT^;gg^ arf&f^ 
gft gm-3 ^ atcptcT arf^cw ^ijy<rch' (^rgrr^; ?M# c^ ?f5g ^r ing) g^ gncn ^ 1 
f^rate ^ ^15?^ f^o ggrg ^TTgg? ^ gg v3c^?a f^pgr t f^>T^ KH-tlii 

?rcifer -gigrag ^ fctf^r^ arf^rl^rggt gr f%ggt ^ am^tg f^pg-I^Rg ggg? c^ ^?ftgT^?^ ^ grgg g 
arggr gg gigg fcggr t 1 gpgftg gggrcTg c^ ggg ag^ ^ afc^f^d f^f^Fr ggg? g, ^j^gtr 
^^ftgr^o^P aTf£t 1 %gg g?t £n?T 3(3) ^ afg^ srgnt arfctf^ ^ftgr^c^. g^ •Jft MM fMn 
g?n # I gf^ f^ratgcb gg gg^ gf 11^ ^tgF ^ ^ gr^ arrgrcfr g? g^ ^fttgr^cg^ g^ grwn 
gfrgr t gr gggtt ^ g^ ?^tg>rfrf^ ar^gr? ^^micT ^ ^ gr^ arrgrgt g? '^ftHr^Tch arfetf^nm 
gft OTg-3 ^ atgitg arfrt^g ^^ttgr^gg? ctnigT grrgr t I ??Tfc3g, gg gp# ^ ift fcp grgggEft 
^[gg^ ggg? gg ^nr^cgi t, g? ^grgr g ^ gj^ aggrgt g? ggigr gr gEpgT t ggtf^ 
'm?g--^rgTgT gftt g ^ ^ gr^ angigt g? 1%^ ggg? ^ ^tldr^ccb (gr tcigtgg; mdd'M 
^c<P ) g^ gmrg arr^ ^ ^|ctt ^ gg grggR g^ t i ^gigr tt ^Rtt gfr aTTg?gf^ g 
angrgt ^ ?rg%?r greg^ett arm ^ gg? agg gjg^ ^r f^rf^ grf^tgg^ ^ f^gfg^ 6 3Tg?g,200i M 
arfEtgjggr ?ro 7/1/2001-^taftg^ g? gT?T grgg^# ?[cg^ ggfr^ g? gj^ ^ ?Rgg? gtr 

%ggf^ g?t eft I gwg ^ aig f?T 1%gg1^ gtr ggg^ cb? t aft? 12 %gg?, .2001 g^ 
'<flHi?jccb‘ arfEHjggT ?ro 93/2001 agft g>?^ fg ^^tgigr ^ arrcpm^ m angrcft g? grgg^EJt 
?jccp c^grgr t 1 f?r1^, mf^rgglt ??t arrm? g? Pigtdch ggt gjt g^ gigg f ' 


2980 01/2001-4 
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(3) 3RT 

34. 

.fchyfl 3T^ Pl-yldcp/vdCHIc^cn ^ *1^ ^ ^ 5TTf^cr>l'<1 ^ 

RcHlij'iH f^O ^£l ^ WHM ^iJc^ cFtT >!<[1chK CRT ^Rrfra 

t I ^ ^ f^ WTP^ ^ ■ ■ ■ WT/f^O ^ ^TcR/ter. 

HMI \Jlldl ^ I 

35. «i»i*io 

nrterfr ^ ^ jr^ ^ armr? ^ 3 t^ ^ tt^ej ft 

McT cter Plct^M^ M?T cfte cpt Cfr?^ ^ ^rfcTTET t I 

TcT^ cTcR ), ^ v?^ ^ T^fRcrf^T ER 

■ ■ ■ W[/f^., ■ ■ ■ 3 TTTMt ^T^/ter. ^ C^ 'iTHlij'HH cR^ cR TTWTrT 

cblxl'idHIJId cF?rTT?T ' ‘ ' tel, ER " ' 3RH^lch1 ^gTcR/tol. t I 

36. 

3P?T ^ t, ^ WEI ^ RRR Rfe 61.76% 

^Odi't I 


^ \jE4Vl tRT ^ gRT ^ 

37. WRMd: Mien Vi Eft ^cER cRT 13^9^1 Wf WR Efft cRR RT7RT # RTT ElTc^ ERT 

a# r|tit TFT ^ sftr Rtr ^ Rr?EfR «nw7 ft wi Tpft w fftwai nftFREft Rft 

CRT CRT^ CRW ftRfrft9Tc^3TTR%Rftft i 




[1TPTI—-qp^si] 
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38. ifrTtor5t cm TTmr # cj^ cTht^ ^ xj^^tfeTcf^ ^ cm wtr 

cR^ IV ^3ft c^ w 5mm tr^ vmmr t oftr mRuithtT: 3 mm) ^ 

j^HHirHcb 5rf^m£rt mf ^ 5mTci vmmr t 1 cTsTrf^r, cm%r^ gim mvcflm 

sTRR ^r 5rf^Eit vm ^ 1 fcm^, men^isJ) cFttv wv ^ 

^ vrm ^ ’ei^ 53 ^ cm ^ ^sc^ cTsjt cr^ ^ 3mv)cwi cf 

V^ cijiMcb fcicbcM VLicH'iJ ^7^ ^ vw f^r^ I 5nf^lcm^ ^ cm?^ f % m^meTEft 
"OTFI ^ ^ ^ STtWI fcfRft mE? 5f?t cFJTf ^ 3TTVT?f SftV 

^JviTTcfmaTt c^ 1^ 3mm^vH^arTT w v^rt 5mTcr i ^mv'Icrti 3n)t ^ arnjR) 

c^ ^ mr E^rmr ^tRtf ^ ertv ^ t i 

(s) *j^c<J 

39. 3Tirm s)^ dcti WRf^Tch Plm^q) ^ y-y'lvji'iic) '(-jaicg cR^ c^ fefV Mgfl 

W WruT #3TTfVV5 cm cTRJ ^ (etRT 3 , 3cP, 8^, 9, 

9El7 ^ ^rmv VV ^ EJt^cfR- ) sfR 1% 3TRTt 5mRt cm 55fr^ Cf7 yyxlld Cl^ 

^ 11 

(try) f^Mh^ 

5rrfSrcm^ Ejvvtcf^ w f^Rnv c^ vrencT ^ vv vfv # 

(i) ^ yshlfcHcf? cm ttr?t f^ijld >hihm ^ vm ci^tmT 

w t I 

(ii) vRc)lii Ejsfm cpt cjK^Rch arf^ ^ t 53 ^ 3TFt aftv arf^ cm w^r # 1 

(iii) erf^ ^ vrf^ 3miRfr cVRR ft t I 
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41. nrf&gjTff arfcR ^ ^ Tr^ffif^ch' ^ ^ t? 3Pif^ 

ePTT^ 3Tra¥«~ct7rn Tf f^IxTR ^ f ^ ^ ^ arf^ ^ 

^ ^icf) I ET^c^ vjifnr ^ ^ srf^ ^ cp^ c^ fei^ hicIh Tif^R si'<i<i'i: 

^c«fj ^ ^ ^1F f^R f^iic wr I , 


42. ;nteT^- ^ %pTf^ f flp >!^HI^ 5402 ^ 5509 ^ 

aT^rPTct 3TR cTTc^ ^iTTpf c^ ijel gjt 3?W ITT ^ c^ wff 3TRTcft T7 

.Ttf^ #r ^ sm ^ ^ ^ cn^ aif^ yj^wr ^i?r 

rTT^ ^ 3ptfcTTT MieH>fltft c=RRT ^ I 


^ (artlW ^5I^/f%TIT.) 

Hwici 



“d 30^ wfto 

43. ^Rf^TEf^ f%Tg?Taft cPt arfEj^^Rld eP ^ l>Rferf^d irf^ 3TTPTt EjTRnft 

(EP) RTf&cPT^ ^ %<Tg^ miM ^ Pr^yrfi ^ ^ ^ fet qfD|E/ t a n^f^d EP^ 3fr?- 

T? SifrIH Pltc^ql f^xd'i! fcpqi vjtlkj'11 






[MPTl—-qprg 1 ] 


MTOI '^TiT 
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(^) ^ f^y^cIcHi. WTRcF^, 3TTWcf^, illRicblchxlM c^SJT 31^ fTTcT 

trrfM 3T^ ^ f^^RIT ^TT ^ t, ^ 3TftRj^RT ^ ^ ^ cTT^ 40 

sf^ 3T^ am tirm 5rf^ m f i 4^ m? f^cT^ ^ "ift ^ ^ mrm 

4^ di^^y ^ 40 ^ ^ mm mr t i 


(tt) ^nf^TcpT^ f^dai^ mf?d1 cf^r 4lR^cb arg^ cr^ c^ amn? imr 4^, 
m ^ I'^Rm ^ mn t i ^ 1^ ctctt c$ m ^r ^ 

m f^dd4 Mif^d'l' cf^r m ^ mm i 


(g) armm^ m?ft ^ #ftt aft^ mt cf^^ i 


(^.) 3 ^ g^t ^ftmrr cp^ ^ tt^ ammp ^ragt g^ wm cp^ i 


W- '*ft. yigflPi, 
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ministry of commerce and industry 

(Department of Commerce) 

(DIRECTORATE GENERAL OF ANTI DUMPING AND ALLIED DUTIES) 

NOTIFICATICBS 

New Delhi, the 25th September, 2001 
PRELIMINARY FINDINGS 


Subject: Anti-dumping investigation concerning imports of 

Acryiic Yarn originating in or exported from Nepai - preiiminary 
findings. 

No.29/1/2001-DGAD.— The Government of India having regard to the 
Customs Tariff Act, 1975 as amended in 1995 and the Customs Tariff 
(Identification, Assessment and Collection of Anti Dumping Duty on Dumped 
Articles and for Determination of Injury) Rules, 1995, thereof; 


A. PROCEDURE 

2. The procedure described below has been followed:- 

(i) The Designated Authority (hereinafter referred to as Authority), under the 
above Rules, received a written petition from M/s. Punjab Fibres Ltd,, 
Nawan Shahar, Punjab; M/s. Vardhman Spinning & General Mills Ltd., 
Ludhiana; M/s. Sportking India Ltd., Ludhiana; M/s. Malwa Cotton 
Spinning Mills Ltd., Ludhiana on behalf of the domestic industry, alleging 
dumping of Acrylic Yarn (hereinafter referred to as subject goods) 
originating in and exported from Nepal (hereinafter referred to as subject 
country); 


(ii) The Authority notified the Embassy of subject country in India about the 
receipt of dumping application made by the petitioners before proceeding 
to initiate the investigation in accordance with sub-rule (5) of Rule 5 supra, 

(iii) The Authority issued a Public Notice dated 3^'^ July, 2001 published in the 
Gazette of India, Extraordinary, initiating anti dumping proceedings 
concerning imports of Acrylic Yarn originating in or exported from Nepal 




^ : aroiwr 
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classified under heading 5402.39, 5402.69 and under sub-heads of 
heading 5509 of Schedule I of the Customs Tariff Act, 1975; 

(iv) The Authority forwarded copy of the said public notice to the known 
exporters, importers, chambers of commerce and to the complainants and 
gave them an opportunity to make their views known in writing. 

(v) According to sub-rule (3) of Rule 6 supra, the Authority provided a copy of 
the petition to all the known exporters and Embassy of subject country in 
India. 

(vi) The Authority sent questionnaires, to elicit relevant information, to the 
following exporters: 

1. M/s. Reiiance Spinning Milis Ltd., Distt. Sunsori, Nepal. 

2. M/s. Reliance Spinning Mills Ltd., Kathmandu, Nepal. 

(vii) The Embassy of Nepal in New Delhi was also informed about the initiation 
of investigation and requested to advise the exporters/producers from their 
countries to respond to the questionnaire within the prescribed time; 

(viii) The exporter from Nepal sought extension of time for furnishing of reply 
and the Designated Authority, having regard to Rule 6(4) supra, allowed 
extension of one week for submission of response by the exporter, in view 
of sufficient cause having been shown by the exporter. 


(ix) The questionnaire was sent to the following importers/users of Acrylic 
Yarn: 

1. M/s. Kaur Sain Traders, Ludhiana. 

2. M/s. Goyal Agencies, Deihi. 

The above importers sought extension of time for furnishing of reply as 
given in the case of the exporters. The Authority considered the request 
and allowed similar extension of time of one week for submission of reply 
by the importers as allowed in the case of exporters. 

(x) Among the users/importers, response to the questionnaire was filed by 
M/s. Kaur Sain Traders, Ludhiana and M/s. Goyal Agencies, Delhi. 
Among the exporters. M/s. Reliance Spinning Mills Ltd., Distt. Sunsori, 
Nepal having their corporate/head office at Kathmandu, Nepal has filed 
response to the questionnaire. 

(xi) Additional information regarding injury was sought from the petitioners, 
which was also furnished; 


32 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA; EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part I—Sec. 1] 


(xii) The Authority kept available non-confidential version of the evidence 
presented by various interested parties in the form of a public file 
maintainodi)ythB Authority and kept open for inspection by the interested 
parties; 

(xiii) ***** in this notification represents information furnished by the interested 
party on confidential basis and so considered by the Authority under the 
Rules; 

(xiv) The Authority sought and verified information given by the domestic 
industry and to this end investigations were carried out at the premises of 
the petitioners at Ludhiana in Punjab; 

(xv) The Authority also conducted cost investigation and worked out optimum 
cost of production and cost to make and sell subject goods in India on the 
basis of Generally Accepted Accounting Principles; 

(xvi) The investigation covered the period from 1*‘ April, 2000 to 31®* March, 
2001 . 

(xvii) Copies of initiation notice were also sent to FICCI, CM, ASSOCHAM etc., 
for wider circulation. 

B. PETITIONER'S VIEWS 

3. The petitioners have made the following major points in their submissions: 

(i) The petitioners’ represent the domestic industry and Acrylic Yarn being 
produced by the petitioners is a like product to the Acrylic Yarn being 
imported from subject country. 

(ii) Exporters from Nepeal are dumping subject goods in India and the 
petitioners have, therefoce, approached the Designated Authority for 
considering levy of anti dumping duty. 


(iii) Regarding the normal value, petitioners made efforts to get information on 
the domestic prices of subject goods in subject country. However, they 
could not get a reasonable and authentic evidence of the local prices 
charged by the manufacturers in the Nepal or for their exports to other 
countries. Therefore they constructed the normal value in Nepal on the 
basis of the details of cost of production for basic raw material and prices 
of utilities, manufacturing, administrative and selling expenses, etc., on the 
basis of the industry norms; 





[»iPTi—Trrii] 
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(iv) The expoit price has beea cjainsedi ep hesis of- tjie data compiled by 
the Directorate General of CoffnaihaficiaJ IntolligerKsa & Statistics, Calcgtta 
Adjustments hi»tfe been claimed^ on^ account of freigl^t, insurance, 
commission, loading of matefiial, to arrive at net export price at ex-factory 
level. 

(v) There has been significant increase in the imports of Acrylic Yarn from 
Nepal in the last twcvtihree years. The imports increased from 0.16 million 
kgs in 1996 to 18 million kgs in 2001. The imports from Nepal have 
increased in actual terms; 

(vi) The capacity for Acrylic Yarn manufacture being created in Nepal are 
primarily to target Indi^ market only; 

(vii) The market share of imports from Nepal in India has increased from 
8.36% in 1998-9& to 27.37% in 2000-01; 

(viii) The imports of subject goods are being made from Nepal at dumped 
prices since the normal value determined on constructed cost of 
production is significantly higher than the export price. The dumped 
imports are causing serious injury to the domestic industry; 

(ix) Due to the dumping of subject goods the domestic industry production has 
either stagnated or declined. Whereas, the share of imports from Nepal 
has increased in the overall demand of Acrylic Yarn; 

(x) The domestic industry has suffered injury due to price under-cutting as the 
industry has been forced to sell its product at severe losses. The cost of 
production of the domestic industry increased significantly. However, 
sales realization of the petitioners could not be increased to a level of 
reasonable profitability. The landed value of the imported material from 
Nepal is significantly below the selling price of the domestic industry 
causing severe price under-cutting in the Indian market. 

(xi) The domestic industry has suffered injury due to dumped imports causing 
price suppression/depression. The landed value of imports of subject 
goods from Nepal is significantly below the cost of production of the 
domestic industry causing price suppression, depression in the Indian 
market. 

(xii) The domestic industry has suffered significant losses due to selling pf the 
subject goods at selling price lower than the cost of production rpsglting in 
losses continuously; 
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C. EXPORTERS' VIEWS 

4, The exporters have expressed following views in their response: 

(i) Under Indo-Nepal Treaty import of goods are to be allowed free of 
customs duty in India. Anti-dumping duty imposed under Section 9A of 
the Customs Tariff Act, 1975 has been held to be a Customs duty by 
the Hon’ble Supreme Court in the case of Hyderabad Industries Ltd. v 
Union of India. Therefore, no duty can be imposed on exports from 
Nepal; 

(ii) The petitioners do not have the required standing as they do not 
represent even 25% of domestic Indian manufacturers of Acrylic Yarn. 
In the absence of standing, the initiation is bad in law and 
investigations should be terminated. 

(iii) The net availability of Acrylic Fibre during the investigation period was 
1,15,299.6 MT taking yarn realization from Fibre as 98%, the Acrylic 
Yarn production in India would therefore be 112, 993.6 MT. As against 
this, the production of the petitioners is only 19,883.2 MT and the 
share of the petitioners is thus only 17.59% and not 54% as claimed. 
The figure of 36.55 million kg production of Acrylic Yarn given in the 
petition is grossly understated. The Ludhiana Spinners Association is 
an interested party in the proceedings and therefore information may 
be collected from authentic sources; 


(iv) There are factual errors in the petition as under:- 

a) Their exports of Acrylic Yarn to India has been under the heading 
55.09 and the petitioners statement that exports are taking place 
under different sub-heads of Chapter 54 and 55 is incorrect. The 
statement that the exporters of Nepal are misdeclaring the goods is 
totally false. In the petition no information has been given 
regarding the imports of Acrylic Yarn. The data provided in respect 
of other materials therefore does not indicate the volume or value of 
the exports of Acrylic Yarn from Nepal. 

b) The statement that no other type of yarn is produced in Nepal is 
incorrect as there are number of manufacturers of polyester spun 
yarn/polyeter texturised yarn in Nepal, who, also export to India. 

c) It is not correct to say that no customs duty are chargeable on the 
imports from Nepal, as additional duty (CVD) is collected on the 
imports from Nepal. 

d) The spindle capacity of 21 million kgs in Nepal is highly 
exaggerated. It is incorrect to say that no viable substitute is there 
for Acrylic Yarn. Acrylic Yarn has been substituted mainly by 
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Polypropylene Yarn and other types of yarn. Since the imposition 
of anti-dumping duty on Acrylic Fibre from Thailand, Korea and 
USA the cost of raw material in India has become very high. The 
Indian industry is deprived of a cheap source of raw material and as 
a consequence has become uncompetitive in the international 
market. 

e) Due to emergence of viable substitutes there has been a 
contraction in the overall demand for Acrylic Yarn. It is incorrect to 
say that the production of petitioners has declined since the 
production has actually increased during the period of investigation. 

f) It is incorrect to say that the cost of production in Nepal cannot be 
lower than the cost of production in India. The exporter in Nepal 
has access to cheap Acrylic Fibre available from Thailand. 
Therefore, the cost of manufacture in Nepal is at least Rs.15 to 
Rs.20 less than in India. The estimation of normal value by the 
petitioners is therefore wrong. 

g) It is incorrect to state that the export price should be reduced by the 
amount of freight from the factory in Nepal to the destination of a 
customer in India. The freight amount to be deducted is only the 
freight up to the Indian border at Jogbani. No commission is paid to 
any agent and the goods are directly sold to traders in India. 

h) The calculation of the anti-dumping margin in the petition is 
absolutely incorrect as both the normal value and export price 
calculations are erroneous. 

i) The claim that petitioners have suffered injury is incorrect as their 
share in production has doubled during the period of investigation. 

j) It is incorrect to say that the cost of production of the domestic 
industry has increased significantly as there has been no serious 
increase in the prices of raw material internationally during the 
period of investigation. The increase in the cost of the domestic 
industry is on account of imposition of duty and the consequent 
competitive advantage available to the exporter cannot be termed 
as dumping. This is a legitimate advantage available to them and 
therefore there is no basis for alleged dumping. 

k) In the calculation of fair selling price the petitioners have shown 
10% profit margin which is very high as compared to the industry 
level. The cost of production of the domestic industry is high on 
account of duty on fibfe and also the petitioners operate inefficiently 
and are burdened with high financial cost. It is not correct to say 
that landed value of subject goods is below the cost of production 
of the petitioners. 

l) There is a total absence of causal link between the exports from 
Nepal and injury, if any, to domestic industry. The injury, if any, is 
as a result of contraction in overall demand and the anti-dumping 
duty imposed on Acrylic Fibre. 
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(v) There is total absence of dumping in this case. As per the exporters, 
they do not have the resources to incur losses in exports to their only 
martcat which is India. They have not made any sales of Acrylic grey 
yarn in Nepal. Therefore, the domestic prices of grey yarn are not 
available. 

(vi) There Is a total absence of injury to the petitioner as it is evident that 
the ^prbbodtkJh df ‘the petitioners has increased during the period of 
investlbatfdh. Inhere has been no price under-cutting in this case. The 
patftkJiiers have shown very high cost of production which is inflated on 
account of hidh unit price of fibre, high interest cost, less number of 
man-hours per year and low productivity. Injury, if any, is not on 
aooount'of’the exports from Nepal. 

(vii) There is no causal link between the exports and the injury if any to 
domestic industry. The Designated Authority is requested to examine 
any known factors other than the dumped imports which might be 
injuring the domestic industry. 


(vlil) The main cause for the injury to the Indian industry is the impact of 
anti-dumping duty on Acrylic Fibre. These duties have effectively 
deprived the Indian manufacturers access to cheap Acrylic Fibre, This 
has reduced the competitiveness of the Indian manufacturers. 


D. EXAMINATION AND FINDINGS BY AUTHORITY 

5. The submissions made and the information provided by the exporters, 
importers and the domestic industry have been examined and considered while 
arriving at these findings and wherever appropriate have been dealt hereinafter. 
The Authority observed that the exporter has given information in respect of the 
questionnaire selectively. In thte'lhitlal response the exporter chose not to give 
information on domestic sales in Appendix-1. Similarly, information about 
domestic marttet sales for current year and preceding two years as required in 
Appendlx-3 wes not given. The information about export sales data for 
preceding two years was also not given for April-March period for proper 
comparison and instead data was given for 17^*^ July to 16**' July period, Sales 
price structure for domestic sales (Appendix-5), factory cost and profit of 
domestic sales (Abpendlx-9)‘were not furnished. On being asked to clarify about 
information on domestic sales, the exporter gave information about domestic 
safes transactions on Appendlx-1, however, other information as above has not 
been given. Therefore, the exporter gave selective information and did not make 
a complete response. The shortcomings in the response have also been dealt 
with in the findings wherever considered appropriate. 
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6. The cases of new exporters or those stated to be willing to give price 
undertaking shall be considered, on request, by the Authority in accordance with 
the Rules supra. 

E. PRODUCT UNDER CONSIDERATION AND LIKE ARTICLE 

7. The product under consideration is Acrylic Yarn. Acrylic Yarn is made of 
acrylic fibre and spun in mainly 3-4 counts. It can be made either from 100% 
acrylic fibre or in combination of 90% acrylic fibre blended with 10% polyester or 
viscose or 85% acrylic fibre blended with 15% polyester or viscose. Acrylic yarn 
is used for production of knitwears, hosiery, shawls etc. Acrylic Yarn imports are 
covered under various sub-headings of Customs Tariff Classification Major Head 
5402 like 5402.39 and 5402.69 and also under sub-heads of Major Head 5509. 
These Custom classifications are however, indicative only and are in no way 
binding on the scope of the investigation. 


8. The petitioners have claimed that the goods produced by them are like 
articles to the goods produced, originating in or exported from Nepal. The 
exporters had not raised any point on this issue in their initial response and had 
given selective information. However, when they were asked to clarify on the 
issue of domestic sales, they raised the point that grey and dyed Acrylic Yarn 
should be considered as separate products as they are not technically and 
commercially interchangeable. While doing so the exporters gave details of 
domestic sales of Acrylic dyed yarn as required under Appendix-1 of 
questionnaire. The Authority has examined the views expressed by the exporters 
as regards like article. The product involved in the present investigation is Acrylic 
Yarn as mentioned in the para 2 of the initiation notification dated 3.7.2001. 
Acrylic Dyed Yarn had not been excluded from the purview of the present 
investigation. The information regarding exports made by the exporter during the 
period of investigation also includes exports of Acrylic Dyed Yam. The Authority 
considers that Acrylic Grey Yarn and Acrylic Dyed Yarn are technically same 
product except that grey yarn when dyed becomes dyed yarn. These are 
mutually substitutable. The Authority did not agree to the contention of the 
exporter to exclude Acrylic Dyed Yarn from the present investigation and 
therefore for the purpose of investigation, the goods produced by the petitioners 
are being treated as ‘like articles’ of the product involved, i.e. Acrylic Yarn 
imported from the subject country within the meaning of the Rules supra. 

F. DOMESTIC INDUSTRY 

9. There are several producers of the subject goods rn India, however, the 
petition has been filed by M/s. Punjab Fibres Ltd., hlawam Shahar, Punjab; M/s, 
Vardhman Spinning & General Mills Ltd., Ludhiera; Wife. Sportktng India Ltd., 
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Ludhiana; M/s. Malwa Cotton Spinning Mills Ltd., Ludhiana. As per the petition 
the estimated production of Acrylic Yarn during April 2000 to March, 2001 (POI) 
was 36.65 million kg and the production of the four petitioners during this period 
was 19.884 million kg which is 54.4% of the production. However, the production 
figures of Acrylic Yarn were verified from the office of the Textile Commissioner, 
Mumbai who have informed that the total production of Acrylic spun yarn during 
the period of investigation was 64.94 million kgs and the share of the four 
petitioners was 22.59 million kgs which comes to 34.79%. The exporter has 
raised the point regarding standing of the petitioner. However, they have derived 
the Acrylic Yarn production figure from Acrylic Fibre. There is a possibility of use 
of Acrylic Fibre in manufacture of different blends of yarn, besides, any other 
usage. There are also some exports of Acrylic Fibre from India. As the exporter 
has not furnished any authentic data regarding the production of Acrylic Yarn 
during POI, the authority considers it appropriate to rely upon the information 
received from the office of the Textile Commissioner, Mumbai and therefore, the 
petitioners, who account for more than 25% of the total production of the like 
article, are treated to represent the domestic industry in terms of Rule 5 supra. 
During the course of the investigation the following domestic producers have also 
supported the petition for anti-dumping investigation into the dumping of Acrylic 
Yarn from Nepal: 


Name of the domestic producer 

Production in 2000-2001 (MT) 

M/s. Vardhman Polytex, Ludhiana. 

2333 

M/s. Garg Acrylics Ltd., Ludhiana. 

983.5 

M/s. Adinath Textiles Ltd., Ludhiana 

895 

M/s.Mahavir Spinning Mills Ltd., 
Ludhiana 

3240 

M/s. Arisudana Industries Ltd., Ludhiana 

3820 

M/s. Deepak Spinners Ltd., Chandigarh 

2296 

M/s.Supreme Woolen Mills Ltd., 

Ludhiana 

4997 


G. DUMPING & EXAMINATION OF CLAIMS MADE ON NORMAL 
VALUE & EXPORT PRICES 

Normal Value 

10. Under Section 9A(1)(c), normal value in relation to an article means: 

(i) The comparable price, in the ordinary course of trade, for the like 
article when meant for consumption in the exporting country or 
territory as determined in accordance with the rules made under 
sub-section(6): or 
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(ii) when there are no sales of the like article in the ordinary course of 
trade in the domestic market of the exporting country or territory, or 
when because of the particular market situation or low volume of 
the sales in the domestic market of the exporting country or 
territory, such sales do not permit a proper comparison, the normal 
value shall be either - 

(a) comparable representative price of the like article when 
exported from the exporting country or territory or an 
appropriate third country as determined in accordance 
with the rules made under sub-section (6); or 

(b) the cost of production of the said article in the country 
of origin along with reasonable addition for 
administrative, selling and general costs, and for profits, 
as determined in accordance with the rules made under 
sub-section (6); 

11, The Authority sent questionnaires to the known exporters for the purpose 
of determination of normal value in accordance with Section 9A(1)(c). However, 
response was received only from M/s. Reliance Spinning Mills Ltd., Distt. 
Sunsori, Nepal having their corporate/head office at Kathmandu Nepal, 
According to exporters they have not made any sales of Acrylic Grey Yarn in 
Nepal, Therefore, the domestic prices of grey yarn are not available. As 
regards, dyed Acrylic Yarn, they have exported a very small quantity in the count 
of 1/40. Acrylic Yarn of this count has however not been sold in the domestic 
market in Nepal. Therefore, according to the exporter, the normal value cannot 
be determined based on domestic sale prices in Nepal. Though the exporter had 
not furnished information relating to the domestic sales, the information furnished 
did reflect that there were domestic sales of the product involved in the 
investigation, i.e. Acrylic Yarn. The exporter was asked to clarify on this 
inconsistency. The exporter responded stating that grey and dyed Acrylic Yarn 
should be considered as separate product as they are not technically and 
commercially interchangeable. While furnishing the clarification the exporter 
submitted information relating to domestic sales of Acrylic Dyed Yarn. 
Complete information on the prescribed format has not been furnished regarding 
sale price structure for domestic sales. The factory cost and profit of domestic 
sales as per Appendix 9 has also not been furnished. As per information 
furnished by the exporters the quantum of domestic sales of Acrylic Dyed Yarn is 
*** MT. This is 2.3% of the exports made by the exporter of the product involved 
during the Period of Investigation. According to Section 9A(1)(c)(ii), when there 
are no sales of the like article in the ordinary course of trade in the domestic 
market of the exporting country or territory, or when because of the particular 
market situation or low volume of the sales in the domestic market of the 
exporting country or territory, such sales do not permit a proper 
comparison, the normal value shall be either 
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(a) comparable representative price of the like article when exported from the 
exporting country or territory or an appropriate third country as determined 
in accordance with the rules made under sub-section (6); or 

(b) me cost of production of the said article in the country of origin along with 
reasonable addition for administrative, selling and general costs, and for 
profits, as determined in accordance with the rules made under sub¬ 
section (6): 

12. Article 2.2 of the WTO Agreement on Anti-Dumping is relevant here. An 
explanation to the term ‘low volume of sales in the domestic market' has been 
provided as a footnote stating that “sales of the like product destined for 
consumption in the domestic market of the exporting country shall normally be 
considered a sufficient quantity for the determination of the normal value if such 
sales constitute 5% or more of the sales of the product under consideration to the 
importing member, provided that a lower ratio should be acceptable where the 
evidence demonstrates that domestic sales at such lower ratio are nonetheless 
of sufficient magnitude to provide for a proper comparison". The domestic sales 
of Acrylic Dyed Yarn constitute only 2.3% of the exports made by the exporter in 
this case. Therefore, these domestic sales are not treated as sufficient to 
provide for a proper comparison. As per the information furnished there are no 
exports made by the exporter to any other country. Therefore, section 
9A(1)(c)(ii)(a) for determination of normal value on the basis of comparable 
representative price of the product when exported to a third country, is also not 
applicable in this case. 

13. Therefore, for determination of normal value section 9A(1)(c)(ii)(b) 
becomes applicable, i.e. the normal value is to be determined on the basis of the 
cost of production of the said article in the country of origin along with reasonable 
addition for administrative, selling and general costs, and for profits, as 
determined in accordance with the rules made under sub-section (6). In 
accordance to Rule 10 and Principle 1 of the Annexure -1 of the Customs Tariff 
(Identification, Assessment and Collection of Anti Dumping Duty on Dumped 
Articles and for Determination of Injury) Rules, 1995, the element of costs 
referred to in the context of determination of normal value shall normally be 
determined on the basis of records kept by the exporter or producer under 
investigation, provided such records are in accordance with the Generally 
Accepted Accounting Principles of the exporting country, and such records 
reasonably reflect the cost associated with production and sales of the article 
under consideration. The period of investigation in this case is from 1®* April, 
2000 to 31®‘ March, 2001. The exporter had sought extension of time for 
submission of response on various grounds and one of the grounds was that in 
Nepal the financial year is as per Hindu calendar starting from 17'^ July, which is 
different from the POI and therefore they had to prepare the information keeping 
in view the investigation period. The Authority had allowed one-week extension 
for submission of reply. Even after this extension the exporter has not furnished 
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complete information for the period of investigation. The financial infprmation 
furnished by the exporter Is Incomplete as the balance sheet and profit and loss 
account for the period 16*^ July 2000 to 13‘^ April, 2001 has been furnished which 
does not serve the requirement of proper verification of costing information for 
the product under consideration for the investigation period. The Information on 
the factory cost and profit of domestic sales on the prescribed format has not 
been furnished. Sales price structure for domestic sales has also not been 
furnished. Therefore, the Authority disregards the costing information furnished. 
The claims made by the exporter in relation to various aspects of cost 
determination like cost of raw material, accounting of interest and financial 
expenses, allocation of costs per frame, dyeing and chemicals cost, etc. are 
subject to verification on receipt of complete information. 

14. For the Preliminary determination the Authority therefore, determines the 
normal value on the basis of best available Information. While doing so the 
Authority has considered the information furnished by the exporter as regards the 
cost of the raw material, i.e. Acrylic Fibre. The exporter had produced evidence 
of GIF Calcutta Price of the raw material Acrylic Fibre. However, the Authority 
has added Rs.*** towards freight and border clearance charges for the raw 
material till it reaches the factory of the exporter. The cost of production, selling, 
general and administrative expenses have been determined on the basis of best 
available information. According to the available information the normal value 
determined by the Authority for the product under consideration is Rs.***/Kg. US 
$***Kg. pending final determination. 

Export price 

15. M/s, Reliance Spinning Mills Ltd., Distt, Sunsori, Nepal has furnished 
information regarding their exports to India during the period of investigation. 
There are five consignments of exports of Acrylic Dyed Yarn in the statement of 
exports furnished and the remaining consignments relate to export of Acrylic 
100% Grey Yarn. On the basis of the available information regarding dyeing cost, 
necessary adjustments have been made in the FOB value of exports. After 
making these adjustments the weighted average FOB export price of Acrylic 
Yarn to India works out to Rs.*** US $***per Kg. The exporter has shown 
adjustments of Rs.*** US $*** from the assessable value of export price on 
account of inland freight (up to Jogbani), insurance, certificate of origin, export 
duty, handling and forwarding. The exporter has claimed that freight from the 
Nepal border to the destination in Ludhiana is borne by the importers and the 
export invoices do not include this freight amount. The Authority finds that the 
export invoices do not show any terms of delivery i.e., FOB or GIF. As per the 
Bills of Entry furnished, assessable value is arrived at by adding amounts on 
account of freight(factory to Nepal border), insurance, certificate of origin 
charges, loading charges and Nepalese customs charges. As these charges are 
incurred up to the point of goods reaching the Nepal border and as the importer 
pays for the amount as per the export invoice only, it is considered appropriate to 
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make adjustments on these accounts from the invoice value. Therefore, an 
adjustment of RS.*** US$***/Kg. has been made on these accounts from the 
weighted average export price. After making these adjustments the net export 
price has been worked out as Rs.***US $*** per Kg. for the period of 
investigation. 

Dumping margin 

16. The principles governing the determination of normal value, export price 
and the dumping margin as laid down in the Custom Tariff Act and the Anti 
Dumping Rules are elaborated in Annexure I to the Rules. For the purpose of 
the fair comparison between the normal value and export price, the Authority has 
made calculations and comparisons at the same level of trade. Normal Value 
based on the constructed cost of production at ex-factory level has been 
compared with the weighted average export price. While doing so due allowance 
has been made for dyeing costs. 

17. The normal value based on the constructed cost of production works out 
to Rs.*** per Kg. US$ ***/Kg. The net export price at ex-factory level worked 
out as above after making adjustments comes to Rs.*** /Kg Us$***/Kg. The 
dumping margin in respect of the exports of the subject goods by M/s Reliance 
Spinning Mills Ltd., Nepal comes to 45.9 % of the export price. 


H. INJURY 


18. Rule 11 of Anti Dumping Rules reads as follows: 

“Determination of Injury: 

(1) In the case of imports from specified countries, the designated 
authority shall record a further finding that import of such article into 
India causes or threatens material injury to any established industry or 
materially retards the establishment of any industry in India; 

(2) The designated authority shall determine the injury to domestic 
industry , threat of injury to domestic industry, material retardation to 
establishment of domestic industry and a causal link between dumped 
imports and injury , taking into account all relevant facts, including the 
volume of dumped imports, their effect on price in the domestic market 
for like articles and the consequent effect of such imports on domestic 
producers of such articles and in accordance with the principles set out 
in Annexure II to these rules.” 
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The principles for determination of injury set out in Annexure-ll of the Anti- 

Dumping Rules lay down that: 

i. A determination of injury shall involve an objective examination of both (a) 
the volume of dumped imports and the effect of the dumped imports on 
prices in the domestic market for like article and (b) the consequent impact 
of these imports on domestic producers of such produbts. 

ii. While examining the volume of dumped imports, the said Authority shall 
consider whether there has been a significant increase in the dumped 
imports, either in absolute terms or relative to production or consumption 
in India. With regard to the effect of the dumped imports on prices as 
referred to in sub-rule (2) of Rule 18 the Designated Authority shall 
consider whether there has been a significant price under-cutting by the 
dumped imports as compared with the price of like product in India, or 
whether the effect of such imports is othen/vise to depress prices to a 
significant degree or prevent price increase which otherwise would have 
occurred to a significant degree. 

19. The Authority has examined the information regarding volume of imports 
during the period of investigation and the two preceding years, i.e. 1998-99 and 
1999-2000. The Authority found that there is lot of variance in the volume of 
imports relating to these years as shown in various sources, viz.. Directorate 
General of Commercial Intelligence & Statistics (DGCIS), the petitioners, the 
exporters, the importers and the Indian Embassy in Nepal. The DGCIS, in 
response to the initiation notification, sent data showing imports of Acrylic Yarn 
from Nepal under ITC Classification 5402.39/69, 5590.61/62/69 as 3436 MTs in 
1999-2000 and 1165 MTs during (April 2000 - February 2001). Considering the 
wide variance in the import volumes of different sources, the Authority considers 
it appropriate to compare the trend of increasing imports on the basis of the 
information furnished by the exporters and importers. The information relating to 
preceding two years exports furnished by the exporter could not be useful as the 
exporters gave this information with reference to the Nepalese financial year, i.e. 
from 17‘^ July to 16*^ July, whereas, the POI was 1®* April, 2000 to 31®* March, 
2001. This did not allow a proper comparison. Based on the information 
furnished by the two importers, the imports grew from 4790 MT in 1998-99 to 
7481 MT in 1999-2000 registering an increase of 56% and from 7481 MT in 
1999-2000 to 9572 MT in 2000-01 an increase of 27%. The Authority finds that 
the volume of imports from Nepal have increased significantly during the last 
three years. The increase in the imports of the product involved during the 
period of investigation has been in absolute terms. There has also been a 
significant increase in imports in relation to the demand of the product in India 
from 6.53% in 1998-99 to 12.8% in 2000-2001. 

20. In considering the effect of the dumped imports on prices, it is considered 
necessary to examine whether there has been a significant price undercutting by 
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the dumped imports as compared with the price of the iike product in india, or 
whether the effect of such imports is otherwise to depress prices to a significant 
degree. The Authority finds that dumped imports from Nepai and more 
particuiariy from the exporter who has responded to the questionnaire, have 
increased significantiy. During the period of investigation the imports grew by 
27% over the previous year. Their share in the Indian demand for the product 
aiso grew from 6.53% in 1998-99 to 12.8% in 2000-01 which poses a serious 
threat of injury to the domestic industry. 

Significant Price Under cutting 

21. The price under-cutting of imports have caused a significant depressing 
effect on the price of the domestic industry. The domestic Industry has not been 
able to realize a fair selling price. During the period of investigation the average 
Net sales realization of the domestic industry for the product Involved has been 
Rs.'''*'VKg. whereas the average landed value of imported product has been 
Rs.***/Kg. This clearly signifies price under-cutting. 

22. The evidence of price under cutting demonstrates that the domestic 
industry has suffered material injury. The industry has not been able to realise a 
fair selling price on its production of the subject goods so as to recover its costs as 
well as to earn a reasonable profit. 

Threat of Injury 

23. Under Rule 11 supra, Annexure II, when a finding of injury is arrived at, 
such finding shall involve determination of the Injury to the domestic industry, 

". taking into account all relevant facts, Including the volume of dumped 

imports, their effect on prices in the domestic market for like articles and the 

consequent effect of such imports on domestic producers of such articles .". 

Further to above, regarding threat of injury, para (vii) of Annexure II of Rules supra, 
reads as under;- 

“ (vii) A determination of a threat of material injury shall be based on facts 
and not merely on allegation, conjecture or remote possibility. The 
change in circumstances which would create a situation in which the 
dumping would cause injury must be clearly foreseen and imminent. 
In making a determination regarding the existence of a threat of 
material injury, the designated authority shall consider, inter alia, 
such factors as; 

(a) a significant rate of increase of dumped imports into India 
indicating the likelihood of substantially increased importation; 

(b) sufficient freely disposable, or an imminent, substantial 
increase in, capacity of the exporter indicating the likelihood of 
substantially increased dumped exports to Indian market, taking into 







[1MI—^ir>y 1] 


MTOT ^ TFsm : 


45 


account the availability of other export markets to absorb any 
additional exports; 

(c) whether imports are entering at prices that will have a 
significant depressing or suppressing effect on domestic prices, and 
would likely increase demand for further imports; and 

(d) inventories of the article being investigated.” 

24. The continuous dumped imports in large quantities has led to price 
suppression and the domestic industry has not been able to raise its price to the 
extent required to recover its cost and earn a reasonable profit. The volume of 
dumped imports has been significant during the period of investigation and the 
preceding year. There is every likelihood that imports may keep coming at 
dumped price in larger quantities causing serious threat of injury to the domestic 
industry. On the basis of the evidence available before it, the Authority therefore 
concludes that there is a serious threat of injury being caused to the domestic 
industry on account of dumped imports of subject goods from subject country. 

I. CAUSAL LINK 

25. As regards the impact of the dumped imports on the domestic industry the 
principle (iv) of Annexure-ll of the Anti-Dumping Rules states: 

“The examination of the impact of the dumped imports on the domestic 
Industry concerned, shall include an evaluation of all relevant economic 
factors and indices having a bearing on the state of the industry, including 
natural and potential decline in sales, profits, output, market share, 
productivity, return on investments or utilisation of capacity; factors affecting 
domestic prices, the magnitude of margin of dumping; actual and potential 
negative effects on cash flow inventories, employment, wages, growth, 
ability to raise capital investments.” 

Views of the Exporter 

26. It is the argument of the exporter that the cost of production as indicated 
by the petitioners is highly inflated on account of the high unit price of the fibre, 
high interest cost, less number of man-hours per year and low productivity. 
Injury, if any is not on account of the exports from Nepal. Further the fair selling 
price calculation as given on the petition is inaccurate and includes a number of 
hidden costs. The fair selling price should be determined after removing the 
impact of anti-dumping duty on fibre and the low efficiency of the petitioners. 
According to the exporters there is no dumping or injury and there is no causal 
link between the exports and the injury if any to domestic industry. The main 
cause for the injury to the domestic industry is the impact of anti-dumping duty 
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on acrylic fibre. These duties have effectively deprived the Indian manufacturers 
of access to cheap acrylic fibre. 


Views of the Petitioners 

27. The petitioners have stated that cost of production in Nepal could not be 
different than the cost of production in India, subject to the difference in raw 
material costs due to the custom duties payable in India. As per own admission 
of the exporters producers in Nepal have cost advantage of at least Rs. 15-20 per 
KG. As per the petitioners even by giving a benefit of RS. 17.50 (average of the 
claim of exporter) the exports by the Nepalese producers are at a price much 
lower than this difference of Rs. 17.50/ Kg. The petitioners argument is that the 
exporters in Nepal did not recover their cost of production and that there is 
suppression of vital information filed by the exporters. 


Examination and Findings of the Authority 

28, For the examination of the impact on the domestic industry in India, the 
Authority considered such further indices having a bearing on the state of 
industry as production, sales, market share, profitability, net sales realisation etc. 
All the economic parameters affecting the domestic industry mentioned above 
have been examined. The production of the four petitioners has been 20309 
MTs in 1998-99, 22300 MTs in 1999-2000 and 22594 MTs during POI (April - 
March, 2001), There has been a slight increase in the total production. 
However, their share in the market has come down from 32.7 % in 1999-2000 to 
30% in period of investigation(POI) due to increase in imports in absolute terms, 
whereas, the share of the imports from subject country increased from 6.5% in 
1998-99 to 12.8% during the period of investigation. There was an increase in 
imports from subject country in absolute terms by 27% during POI. The cost of 
production of the domestic industry has gone up from Rs.***/ kg. to Rs.***/kg. 
during POI. The net sales realization has been Rs.***/Kg. during 1999-2000 and 
Rs.***/Kg. during POI. The net sales realization is found to be lower than the 
cost of production signifying suffering of losses on account of production and sale 
of the product involved. There is an evidence of significant price under-cutting as 
the landed value of the product involved is less than the net sales realization. 
The domestic industry has also suffered due to price suppression as the landed 
value of the imported product is significantly below the cost of production of the 
domestic industry causing price suppression and thereby preventing the 
domestic industry to raise its price to a level to earn reasonable profits. 


29. The Authority finds that the production of the domestic industry has 
stagnated in the face of significant increase in the imports from the subject 
country. As the domestic industry was not able to realize a fair selling price to 
recover its cost of production and a reasonable profit the industry was prevented 





[<m—TSPrgl] 




47 


from augmenting its production. A slight growth in the volume of production of 
the domestic industry does not signify that there is an absence of injury. Rather 
the industry has been forced to produce below its optimum capacity. The 
average net sales realization of the industry are less than the cost of production 
of the product thereby causing severe injury to the industry. Due to the dumped 
imports the industry has been prevented from increasing its selling price to a 
level to recover the cost of production and to give a fair return on the investment. 
The injury on account of the non-realisation of a fair selling price has been the 
most severe affecting the profitability of the domestic industry. 


30. In determining whether injury to the domestic industry was caused by the 
dumped import, the Authority has taken into account the factor that it is the 
increased dumped imports of subject goods at dumped prices in Indian market 
which has forced the domestic industry to reduce its prices to the levels not 
sufficient to recover the non injurious price. Therefore, the causal link between 
the dumped imports of subject goods from subject country and threat of injury 
being faced by the domestic industry is clear. The Authority therefore concludes 
that there is a causal link between the dumping of subject goods from the subject 
country and threat of injury being caused to the domestic industry during the 
period of investigation. 


J. EXAMINATION OF OTHER FACTORS CAUSING INJURY 

31. It has been argued by the exporters that the main cause for the injury to 
the domestic industry is the impact of anti-dumping duty on acrylic fibre. These 
duties have effectively deprived the Indian manufacturers of access to cheap 
acrylic fibre. The exporter has also attributed the injury to the domestic industry 
due to a contraction in overall demand for Acrylic Yarn. 

32. The Authority has examined these arguments. While determining the 
Normal value the Authority has taken into account the fact that import of Acrylic 
Fibre in Nepal do not attract anti-dumping duty, whereas in India, imports of 
Acrylic Fibre from specified countries and exporters attract anti-dumping duty. 
Even while doing so the Authority has found dumping in import of subject product 
from the subject country. As regards the argument of the exporters that the injury 
to the domestic industry is due to contraction in overall demand of Acrylic yarn, 
the authority has found, pending final determination, that demand of Acrylic yarn 
in India has increased during the period of investigation. However, the share of 
the domestic industry reduced whereas, the share of the exporter grew from 
6.5% in 1998-99 to 12.82% in the POI. 
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K. INDO-NEPAL TREATY 

33. As per the exporter anthdumping duty cannot be imposed on imports from 
Nepal as India and Nepal have entered into an agreement of co-operation in 
matters of trade and transit. As per clause 5 of the Treaty, Indian Government 
has to provide access to the Indian market free of customs duty for articles 
manufactured in Nepal. According to the exporter, anti-dumping duty levied 
under Section 9(A) of the Customs Tariff Act, 1975, is a duty and therefore 
cannot be levied under the Indo-Nepal Treaty. As per the Indo-Nepal Treaty 
document of 1996, the Article V states that "The Government of India will provide 
access to the Indian market free of customs duties and the quantitative 
restrictions for all articles manufactured in Nepal.” The certificate of origin 
annexed to the said Article V makes the issue clear as the title of the certificate of 
origin states “For exports free of Basic and Auxiliary duties under the treaty of 
trade between His Majesty’s Government of Nepal and Government of India". 
Therefore, the treaty refers to the exemption from levy of Basic and Auxiliary 
Duties and not all types of customs duties. By the own admission of the 
exporter. Additional custom duty (commonly known as CVD) is charged under 
Section 3 of the Customs Tariff Act on the imports from Nepal. The exporter has 
cited the case of Hyderabad Industries Ltd. v. Union of India wherein the Hon’ble 
Supreme Court has made observations regarding the different types of customs 
duty under the different Acts or Rules. Among the various kinds of duties 
mentioned in the said orders of the Hon’ble court. Additional custom duty 
chargeable under Section 3(3) of the Customs tariff Act is also included. In case 
the argument of the exporter is that no custom duty is chargeable on the imports 
from Nepal, then by their own admission Additional Custom duty under Section 3 
of the Custom Act is charged on the imports from Nepal. Therefore, even if 
assuming that Anti dumping duty is a kind of custom duty, the same is 
chargeable on the imports from Nepal as the Indo-Nepal treaty does not give a 
blanket immunity from imposition of any kind of custom duty (or more specifically 
anti-dumping duty) on imports from Nepal. In another case relating to anti¬ 
dumping investigations into imports of Zinc Oxide from Nepal into India, the 
Designated Authority had recommended imposition of anti-dumping duties to the 
central government vide Notification No. 7/1/2001-DGAD dated 6*'^ August 2001, 
Ministry of Finance has since implemented the recommendation by issuing 
Customs notification 93/2001 dated 12*^ September 2001 imposing anti dumping 
duty on imports of Zinc Oxide from Nepal, Therefore, the Authority does not find 
the contention of the exporter acceptable on this account. 

L. OTHER EXPORTERS/PRODUCERS OF NEPAL 

34. Normal Value 

As no other exporter/producer has provided information, the Authority 
proposes to adopt the Normal Value as determined in respect of M/s Reliance 
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Spinning Mills Ltd. The Normal value for the subject goods is considered as 
Rs.***/Kg/ or US$***/Kg. 

35. Export Price 

The Authority proposes to adopt the lowest export price from the 
information submitted to it for arriving at the export price in respect of other 
exporters/producers. After making the adjustments on account of inland freight 
(up to Jogbani), insurance, certificate of origin, export duty, handling and 
forwarding to an extent of Rs.***/Kg.US$**VKG. the ex-factory export price 
comes to Rs.***/Kg. or US$***/kg. 

36. Dumping Margin 

The dumping margin in respect of the other exporters/ producers who 
have not given information comes to 61.76%. 

M. INDIAN INDUSTRY'S INTEREST 

37. The purpose of anti dumping duties in general is to eliminate dumping 
which is causing injury to the domestic industry and to re-establish a situation of 
open and fair competition in the Indian market, which is in the general interest of 
the country. 

38. The Authority recognises that the imposition of anti dumping duties might 
affect the price levels of the products manufactured using Acrylic yarn and 
consequently might have some influence on relative competitiveness of these 
products. However, fair competition on the Indian market will not be reduced by 
the anti dumping measures, On the contrary, imposition of anti dumping 
measures would remove the unfair advantages gained by dumping practices, 
would prevent the decline of the domestic industry and help maintain availability 
of wider choice to the consumers of subject goods. The Authority notes that the 
imposition of anti dumping measures would not restrict imports from Nepal in any 
way, and therefore, would not affect the availability of the product to the 
consumers.- The consumers could still maintain two or even more sources of 
supply. 


N. LANDED VALUE 

39. The Landed Value has been determined for the subject goods after adding 
on the weighted GIF export price, the applicable level of custom duty(except 
duties levied under Section 3, 3A,8B,9,9A) and one percent towards landing 
charges for the purposes of preliminary determination pending final findings. 
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O. CONCLUSIONS 

40, The Authority has, after considering the foregoing, come to the conclusion 
that: 

(i) Acrylic yarn has been exported to India from Nepal below its 
normal value; 

(ii) the Indian industry has suffered material injury and is being 
threatened with further injury; 

(iii) . the injury has been caused by the dumped imports from Nepal. 


41. The Authority considers it necessary to impose an anti dumping duty 
provisionally, pending final determination, on all imports of Acrylic Yarn from 
Nepal in order to remove the injury to the domestic industry. It was considered to 
recommend the amount of anti-dumping duty equal to the margin of dumping so 
as to remove the injury to the domestic industry. 


42. Accordingly, the Authority recommends that provisional anti dumping 
duties as set out below be imposed from the date of notification to be issued in 
this regard by the Central Government on all imports of Acrylic Yarn falling under 
Customs Heading 5402 and 5509 originating in and/or exported from Nepal 
pending final determination. The anti dumping duties shall be as follows:- 


Country - 

Anti dumping duty 
(US$ per KG.) 

Nepal 

Exporter/Producer M/s Reliance 

Spinning Mills Ltd. 

0.69 

All other Exporters/Producers of Nepal 

0.84 


P. FURTHER PROCEDURE 

43. The following procedure would be followed subsequent to notifying the 
preliminary findings:- 

(a) The Authority invites comments on these findings from all 
interested parties and the same would be considered in the final 
findings; 

(b) Exporters, producers, importers, petitioner and other interested 
parties known to be concerned are being addressed separately by 
the Authority, who may make known their views, within forty days 
from the date of despatch of the letter. Any other interested party 
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may also make known Its views within forty days from the date of 
publication of these findings; 

(c) The authority would provide opportunity to all the interested parties 
for making oral submissions, which have to be rendered thereafter 
in writing, The date and time for the oral hearing shall be 
communicated to all known interested parties subsequently; 

(d) The Authority would conduct further verifications to the extent 
deemed necessary; 

(e) The Authority would disclose essential facts before announcing the 
final findings. 


L. V. SAPTHARISHI, Designated Authority 
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